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REMARKS 

OF 

HON.  CHARLES  L.  SCOTT, 

IN  TIIB 

HOUSE  OF  REPRESENTATIVES, 

DURING  THE  FIRST  AND  SECOND  SESSIONS  OF  THE  THIRY-FIFTH  CONGRESS. 


FIRST  SESSION. 


PACIFIC  RAILROAD. 

The  House  being  in  the  “  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  State  of  the  Union,”  Mr. 
Scott  made  the  following  remarks  in  support  of  Mr.  Phelps’  amendment  for  the  appoint¬ 
ment  of  a  Select  Committee  of  thirteen,  to  be  appointed  by  the  Speaker,  on  the  Pacific 
Railroad. — [See  Cong.  Globe;  page  301  and  302 — 1st  session  of  35th  Congress.] 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  cannot  permit  the  vote  to  be  taken  without  saying  a  few  words  in  favor 
of  the  very  important  amendment  submitted  by  the  gentleman  of  Missouri,  [Mr.  Phelps  ] 
I  come  from  a  portion  of  this  Union  which  feels  a  sincere,  a  deep,  and  an  abiding  interest 
in  this  question  of  a  Pacific  railroad.  It  has,  in  fact,  been  the  idol  of  their  hearts  for  a 
long  while.  The  remarks  made  by  the  introducer  of  the  amendment  are  correct;  and  I 
do  not  wish  to  see  this  all-important,  all-absorbing,  dearest  object  of  every  citizen  of  the 
Pacific  slope  referred  to  a  committee  which  may  possibly  be  overrun  with  other  business, 
and  unable  to  give  it  the  attention  which  it  deserves. 

This  is  no  ordinary  question.  We  find  that  already  the  officers  sent  out  by  this  Gov¬ 
ernment  have  made  surveys  after  surveys,  which  will  occupy  ten  volumes.  Maps  upon 
maps  fill  these  reports.  Mr.  Stevens,  Mr.  Gunnison,  and  many  others,  have  marked  out 
routes  and  submitted  reports,  and  all  these,  I  honestly  believe,  ought  to  have  a  fair,  can¬ 
did,  and  thorough  investigation.  We  of  the  Pacific  coast  only  ask  justice  from  the  Gov¬ 
ernment.  We  are  separated  from  you  by  a  distance  of  six  thousand  miles.  It  takes  us 
now  some  three  or  four  weeks  to  reach  here.  I  ask,  then,  loving  you  with  that  feeling 
which  is  deep  in  the  bosom  of  every  patriot,  that,  if  this  measure  be  constitutional,  as  the 
President  believes  it  is,  and  the  Representatives  here  are  in  favor  of  it,  it  shall  not  be  put 
down  by  referring  it  to  a  committee  that  possibly  may  be  so  absorbed  by  other  duties  as 
not  to  give  it  the  attention  which  it  requires.  I,  as  a  representative  of  that  State  which 
is  now  looking  with  anxiety  and  solicitude  to  the  action  of  this  distinguished  body  upon 
this  subject,  ask  and  entreat  you  to  vote  for  it,  and  I  ask  you,  in  the  name  of  justice,  in 
the  name  of  right,  and  in  the  name  of  that  rising  and  progressive  country,  to  give  us  jus¬ 
tice,  and  to  give  us  an  investigation,  and  we  are  willing  to  stand  or  fall  upon  the  merits 
of  the  question. 

STEAMBOAT  PASSENGER  BILL. 

The  House  being  in  session  on  the  10th  of  February,  1858,  House  bill  No.  45  being  the 
order  of  the  day,  Mr.  Scott  delivered  a  speech  on  the  “  Steamboat  Passenger  Bill,”  as  will 
be  seen  on  pages  653,  654,  655  and  656  of  the  Cong  Globe  for  the  35th  Congress,  1st 
session,  which  speech  has  been  widely  circulated.  The  above  subject  being  under  de¬ 
bate,  Mr.  Scott  made  the  following  reply  to  Hon.  Horace  H.  Clark,  of  New  York. — [See 
page  661  of  Cong.  Globe.] 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  wish  to  call  the  gentleman’s  attention  to  the  section  now  under  consid¬ 
eration,  and  if  I  state  it  incorrectly,  I  desire  to  be  corrected.  The  gentleman  is  aware 
that  nearly  every  steamer  which  leaves  New  York  for  Aspinwall  carries  from  five  to  six 
hundred  passengers,  and  we  find  that  each  one  of  these  steamers  is  provided  with  but  six 
life-boats.  We  find  that  in  the  case  of  the  Central  America,  with  six  hundred  passengers, 
there  were  but  six  boats,  capable  of  holding,  in  all,  one  hundred  and  twenty-five  persons. 


Now,  air,  tbe  provision  to  which  the  geutlemau  from  New  York  refers  bus  been  very  care¬ 
fully  calculated  And  very  thoroughly  estimated.  It  compels  each  steamer  to  carry  on 
board  a  sufficient  number  of  boats  to  take  off  her  passengers,  and  that  the  seat  of  each 
passenger  shall  be  numbered  in  the  boat  the. same  as  it  would  be  at  the  dinner  table  in 
the  cabin.  Then  how  can  you  get  at  the  number  of  boftts  required?  You  can  only  get 
at  it  by  the  number  of  tons.  You  can  only  say  that  a  vessel — such,  for  instance,  as  the 
Star  of  the  West — of  twro  thousand  tons,  sailing  from  New  York,  shall  only  carry  three 
hundred  passengers,  and  shall  have  boats  enough  to  takeaway  these  passengers.  r  That  is 
the  proposition  w  e  make.  We  say  that  such  a  vessel  as  the  Sonora,  ruuniog  from  New 
Orleans  to  Asfunwall,  of  three  thousand  tons  and  upwards,  shall  only  carry  fonr  hundred 
and  fifty  passengers,  and  shall  have  twelve  boats,  sufficient  to  save  their  lives  in  case  of 
fire  or  shipwreck. 

Now,  sir,  I  tell  the  gentleman  that  whether  this  bill  strikes  down  $10,000,000  of  the 
property  of  the  people  of  the  city  of  New  York  or  not,  the  lives  of  four  hundred  Califor¬ 
nians  are  dearer  to  me  than  all  the  property  it  may  affect. 

LAND  OFFICES  IN  CALIFORNIA. 

On  the  2 T tli  of  March,  the  House  being  in  session,  Mr.  Scott  moved  to  call  up  tbe  Seu- 
ate  bill  to  create  additional  land  offices  in  California,  when  the  following  debate  and 
result  ensued. — [See  Cong.  Globe,  page  1392.] 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  ask  the  consent  of  the  House  to  call  up  the  bill  from  the  Senate  to 
create  additional  land  districts  in  the  State  of  California,  and  for  other  purposes.  The 
request  was  made  this  morning  b}r  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  on  Public  Lands,  and 
was  then  objected  to  by  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  [Mr.  Giddings.]  1  have  since  had  a 
conference  with  that  gentleman,  and  he  has  kindiy  consented  to  withdraw  his  objection. 
This,  sir,  is  a  matter  of  much  importance  to  my  State,  and,  as  it  is  a  matter  in  which  I 
may  be  supposed  to  have  some  personal  interest,  I  ask  that  the  House  will  hear  a  state¬ 
ment  from  the  gentleman  from  Alabama,  [Mr.  Cobb.] 

Mr.  WRIGHT,  of  Georgia.  I  object  to  this  bill  being  taken  up,  for  the  reason  that  there 
are  still  many  gentlemen  who  desire  to  speak  on  the  Kansas  question,  and  it  is  injustice  to 
them  to  have  the  time  of  the  House  taken  up  with  other  matters. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  desire  to  make  a  speech  about  Kansas  myself,  and  if  the  gentleman 
from  Georgia  wishes  to  make  a  speech,  I  will  give  way. 

Mr.  WRIGHT,  of  Georgia.  I  do  not  wish  to  make  a  speech  myself,  but  there  are  others 
who  do. 

The  SPEAKER.  Does  the  gentleman  from  California  propose  to  put  the  bill  on  its 
passage,  or  have  it  referred  ? 

Mr.  COBB.  It  is  proposed  to  put  it  on  its  passage.  If  the  House  will  listen  to  me  for 
three  minutes,  they  will  have  no  objection. 

Mr.  WRIGHT,  of  Georgia.  I  will  withdraw  my  objection. 

The  bill  was  taken  from  the  Speaker’s  table, received  its  several  readings,  and  was  passod. 

Mr.  SCOTT  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was  passed,  and  also  moved 
that  the  motion  to  reconsider  be  laid  upon  the  table. 

The  latter  motion  was  agreed  to. 

.KEEPING  OF  TUB  CALIFORNIA  ARCHIVES. 

On  the  10th  of  May,  1858,  the  House  having  undei*  consideration,  bill  312,  “  Keeping  of 
the  California  Archives,”  the  following  debate  and  action  was  had  thereon. — [See  Cong. 
Globe;  page  2037 — and  which  bill  subsequently  passed.] 

An  act  (No.  312)  to  provide  for  the  collection  and  safe-keeping  of  public  archives  in 
the  State  of  California  was  next  taken  from  tbe  Speaker’s  table,  and  read  a  first  and  second 
time. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  1  move  to  put  that  bill  on  its  passage. 

The  bill  was  read  in  extenao. 

Mr.  QUITMAN.  I  have  no  doubt  there  is  a  necessity  for  some  means  to  be  provided 
for  the  preservation  of  those  records.  This  bill,  however,  provides  such  a  multitude  of 
penalties,  and  goes  to  much  into  detail,  that  I  prefer  to  have  it  examined  by  the  Judiciary 
Committee;  and  I  therefore  move  that  it  be  referred  to  that  committee. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  It  is  the  first  time  I  have  heard  the  bill  read,  and  it  strikes  inc  to  be 
merely  a  penal  statute  providing  certain  punishments  for  certain  crimes  in  reference  to 
meddling  improperly  with  the  public  records  of  California.  Even  if  I  were  fully  posted 
on  the  matter,  and  wished  to  defend  the  bill.  I  am  too  unwell  to  do  it.  If  the  gentleman 
from  Mississippi,  or  any  other  gentleman,  thinks  that  it  is  not  a  proper  bill,  and  ought  to 
be  looked  into,  I  will  not  object  to  its  reference;  but  on  listening  to  the  bill,  I  do  not  see 
anything  objectionable  iu  it.  If  the  gentleman  will  point  out  anything  objectionable  to 


it,  I  am  willing  to  have  it  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary.  The  late  hour  of 
the  session  is  the  only  thing  which  presses  action  on  the  bill  now. 

Mr.  QUITMAN.  Mr.  Speaker,  of  course  with  the  first  reading  of  the  bill  I  cannot  form 
a  perfect  idea  of  its  operation  in  respect  to  all  the  cases  provided  for.  There  is  a  single 
feature  which  struck  me  as  demanding  the  attention  of  this  House,  or  at  least  of  the  Com¬ 
mittee  on  the  Judiciary.  That  feature  of  the  bill  is  the  power  given  under  the  circum¬ 
stances  to  enter  houses  and  make  searches  for  papers.  I  do  not  think  that  that  provision 
is  well  guarded,  and  it  may  be  that  under  it  authority  may  be  given  to  search  into  the 
private  papers  of  private  individuals.  There  was  some  provision  made  for  the  preserva¬ 
tion  of  the  records  of  my  own  State  at  the  time  she  was  changing  from  a  Territory  to  a 
State,  and  I  have  no  objection  to  a  proper  provision  for  California.  Nor  have  I  any  ob¬ 
jection  to  the  section  of  the  bill  which  provides  that  in  certain  cases  where  the  original 
cannot  be  furnished,  a  copy  may  be  put  in  evidence.  But  this  thing  requires  an  exami¬ 
nation.  I  am  unwilling  to  vote  on  the  subject  until  I  have  examined  it. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  accede  to  the  gentleman’s  proposition,  and  agree  that  the  bill  shall  be 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

The  question  was  taken,  and  the  motion  was  agreed  to. 

CALIFORNIA  PRIVATE  LAND  CLAIMS. 

On  the  same  day,  House  bill  No.  313,  “  To  ascertain  and  settle  the  Private  Land  Claims 
of  California,”  was  on  motion  of  Mr.  Scott  taken  up  and  passed. — [See  Cong.  Globe  ; 
page  2037.] 

The  next  bill  taken  from  the  Speaker’s  table  was  an  act  (S.  No.  315)  to  amend  an  act 
entitled  11  An  act  to  ascertain  and  settle  the  private  land  claims  in  the  State  of  Califor¬ 
nia,”  passed  March  3,  1857. 

The  bill  was  read  a  first  and  second  time. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  ask  that  that  bill  be  put  on  its  passage. 

The  bill  was  read  in  extenso,  and  was  then  ordered  to  be  read  a  third  time ;  it  was  ac¬ 
cordingly  read  a  third  time,  and  passed. 

CALIFORNIA  LAND  TITLES. 

On  the  same  day,  on  motion  of  Mr.  Scott,  ‘‘An  act  No.  314  for  the  prevention  and 
punishment  of  fraud  in  land  titles  in  California,”  was  taken  from  the  Speaker’s  table,  read 
a  first  and  second  time,  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and  subsequently 
passed. — [See  Globe;  page  2,037.] 

An  act  (No.  314)  for  the  prevention  and  punishment  of  frauds  in  land  titles  in  Califor¬ 
nia,  was  taken  from  the  Speaker’s  table,  read  a  first  and  second  time,  and  referred  to  {he 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 

On  May  the  26th,  1858,  the  House  being  in  the  Committee  of  the  Whole,  and  having  under 
consideration  the  “Naval  appropriation  bill,”  the  following  debate  ensued  between  Hon. 
Geo.  Letcher  of  Va.,  and  Mr.  Scott. — [See  evening  Globe,  page  2,414.] 

Mr.  LETCHER.  Here  are  sundry  appropriations  for  Mare  Island,  California;  and  I 
would  inquire  of  the  gentleman  from  California  whether  that  island  is  a  part  of  the  pro¬ 
perty  which  is  now  the  subject  of  litigation  and  controversy?  If  it  is,  then  it  seems  to 
me  that  the  Government  ought  to  make  no  further  appropriation  until  that  question  as  to 
the  title  is  settled,  so  that  we  may  know  whether  or  not  we  are  making  improvements 
upon  our  own  land. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  In  answer  to  the  inquiry  of  my  friend  from  Virginia,  I  will  say  that  the 
title  to  Mare  Island  is  vested  in  the  United  States.  It  was,  1  think,  purchased  from  M. 
Vallejo  in  1853.  It  is  not  a  matter  of  controversy,  and  the  Government  has  a  clear  and 
unquestionable  title  to  the  land  and  the  improvements  upon  it. 

Mr.  WINSLOW.  I  move  to  insert  the  following: 

And  it  is  hereby  provided  that  the  compensation  of  the  watchman  employed  at  the  United  States  Observa¬ 
tory  and  hydrographical  office  shall  be  the  same  as  that  paid  to  the  several  watchmen  employed  in  the  Exec¬ 
utive  Departments  of  the  Government. 

The  appropriation  for  Mare  Island  subsequently  passed. 

FEES  TO  MARSHALS,  ETC.,  IN  CALIFORNIA. 

The  House  being  in  session  on  June  8th,  1858,  Mr.  Scott  moved  that  House  bill  No.  55, 
“fees  to  Marshals,”  etc,  in  California  be  brought  up,  when  the  following  debate  and  ac¬ 
tion  occurred — [See  Cong.  Globe,  2,804.] 

Mr.  SCOTT.  The  gentleman  from  North  Carolina  [Mr.  Craige]  proposed  yesterday  to 
report  a  bill  from  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary  to  regulate  the  fees  and  costs  to  be  al¬ 
lowed  marshals,  district  attorneys,  clerks  of  courts,  jurors,  and  witnesses  in  the  State  of 
California,  and  the  Territories  of  Oregon  and  Washington.  I  ask  the.  courtesy  of  the 


House  to  allow  me  n  moment  to  make  a  remark  in  regard  to  it.  On  the  10th  of  January 
last,  I  introduced  that  bill,  which  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary;  but 
the  time  of  that  committee  was  so  much  occupied  in  the  Watrons  investigation  that  they 
were  unable  to  report  it.  In  1853,  Congress  passed  an  uct  allowing  fees  to  the  district 
attorneys,  marshals,  jurors,  Ac.,  in  the  State  of  California,  at  the  rate  of  one  hundred  per 
cent,  over  the  fees  allowed  in  the  Atlantic  States,  up  to  1855,  and  fifty  per  cent,  between 
1855  and  1857.  Now,  I  have  in  my  possession  a  letter  from  the  marshal  of  the  district, 
in  which  he  tells  me  that  he  has  lost  $1,000  since  he  has  been  in  that  position.  He  is 
only  allowed  six  cents  per  mile  for  traveling.  Every  one  knows  that  there  are  no  rail¬ 
roads  in  California,  and  that  traveling  has  to  be  done  with  horses.  The  jurors  areal- 
lowed  but  $1  50  a  day,  and  five  cents  per  mile;  which  is  totally  inadequate.  The  bill 
has  received  the  unanimous  sanction  of  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  and  I  hope  it 
will  be  passed. 

Mr.  CRAIGE,  of  North  Carolina,  then,  by  unanimous  consent,  reported  back,  from  the 
Committee  on  the  Judiciary,  House  bill  (No.  55)  to  regulate  the  fees  and  costs  to  be  al¬ 
lowed  to  marshals,  district  attorneys,  clerks  of  courts,  jurors,  and  witnesses,  in  the  State 
of  California  and  the  Territories  of  Oregon  and  Washington,  with  an  amendment  in  the 
nature  of  a  substitute. 

The  substitute  was  read,  as  follows: 

That  in  the  State  of  California,  and  in  the  Territories  of  Oregon  and  Washington.  officers.  jur<iro,  and  wit¬ 
nesses,  shall  be  allowed  fifty  per  cent,  increase  on  the  fees  and  compensation  allowed  by  the  act  approved  Feb¬ 
ruary  26,  1863,  entitled  ,l  An  act  to  regulate  the  fees  and  costs  to  be  allowed  clerks,  marshals,  and  attorneys 
of  the  district  «nd  circuit  courts  of  the  United  States,  and  for  other  purposes  :**  Prririrbd.  That  the  foregoing 
shall  tnke  effect  from  and  after  the  6th  of  February,  1867,  when  the  special  provision  of  said  act  for  California 
and  Oregon  expire. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  desire  to  know  whether  the  Government  pays  the  fees? 

Mr.  CRAIGE,  of  North  Carolina.  They  will  be  paid  precisely  as  they  are  paid  in  all 
other  cases. 

Mr.  CRAWFORD.  I  have  no  objection  to  it  if  it  comes  under  the  general  rule. 

Mr.  CRAIGE,  of  North  Carolina.  The  only  difference  is  as  to  the  amount. 

The  substitute  was  agreed  to. 

The  bill,  as  amended,  was  ordered  to  be  engrossed  and  read  a  third  time;  and,  being 
engrossed,  it  was  accordingly  read  the  third  time,  and  passed. 

Mr.  CRAIGE,  of  N.  Carolina,  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  bill  was 
passed;  and  also  moved  to  lay  the  motion  to  reconsider  upon  the  table. 

The  latter  motion  was  agreed  to. 

DEFICIENCY  BILL. 

Mr  SHERMAN,  of  Ohio.  I  move  to  strike  out  the  following: 

For  surveying  the  public  land*  and  private  land  claims  in  California,  including  office  expenses  incident 
to  the  survey  of  claims,  and  to  be  disbursed  at  the  rates  prescribed  by  law  for  the  different  kinds  of  work, 
being  the  amount  of  surveying  liabilities  incurred  by  the  surveyor  genera)  dvriug the  fiscal  year  ending  30th 
June.  1867,  over  and  above  that  authorized  under  the  appropriation  of  $60,000  for  that  period,  $220,000. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  have  endeavored  to  find  out  the  purpose  of  this  clause. 

Mr.  LETCHER.  There  has  been  a  document  printed  on  the  subject  for  months. 

Mr.  SHERMAN,  of  Ohio.  Congress  appropriated  $50,000  for  this  purpose,  and  the  of¬ 
ficers  of  the  Government  in  California,  without  authority  of  law,  have  expended  $220,000. 
Where  is  the  law  to  sanction  such  a  proceeding?  It  is  sufficient  for  me,  when  I  am  called 
ou  to  vote,  to  know  that  this  expenditure  has  no  sanctiou  of  law;  and  I  hope  it  will  be 
stricken  out.  It  is  a  bad  precedent  to  set  to  authorize  the  proceeding  of  a  subordinate- 
officer  who  has  involved  the  Government  to  that  large  amount. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  will  state  to  the  gentleman  from  Ohio,  aud  the  House, 
the  cause  of  this  deficiency.  By  reference  to  the  report  of  congressional  proceedings,  it 
will  be  perceived  that  the  Thirty-second  and  Thirty-third  Congresses  made  liberal  ap¬ 
propriations  for  the  survey  of  public  lands  in  California,  amounting  to  two  or  three  hun¬ 
dred  thousand  dollars.  The  Thirty-fourth  Congress  cut  dbwn  these  appropriations  to 
$50,000.  At  that  time,  the  surveyor  general  of  California  had  made  his  estimates  rela¬ 
tive  to  the  surveys  of  the  lands  in  that  State ;  he  had  thrown  into  the  field  his  corps  of 
engineers,  and  the  lands  were  surveyed.  He  had  no  intimation  whatever  that  Congress 
was  going  to  act  in  this  manner.  Previous,  I  say,  to  the  cutting  down  of  the  amount,  he  had 
put  his  men  in  the  field,  and  they  had  gone  to  work.  They  have  performed  the  work  for 
the  Federal  Government  in  good  faith,  to  pay  for  which  this  appropriation  is  asked. 
They  have  been  kept  out  of  it  for  oue,  and,  I  think,  for  two  years.  They  have  been  kept 
out  of  this  $220,000,  Which  had  been  regularly  expended,  und  they  have  been  compelled  to 
pay  for  money  the  ruinous  rate  of  two  per  cent,  a  month,  for  money  expended  in  the  ser¬ 
vice  of  the  Government.  The  surveyor  general  had  to  payout  his  own  salary,  in  order 


I 


to  carry  on  the  surveys  of  the  public  land.  1  am  willing  myself  to  confine  Federal  of¬ 
ficers  to  the  strict  letter  of  the  law ;  but  gentlemen  should  recollect  the  benefits  which 
have  accrued  to  the  Federal  Government  in  the  survey  of  these  lands.  Over  twenty-three 
million  acres  have  been  surveyed.  These  have  been  run  into  townships  and  sections,  and 
half  and  quarter  sections.  A  great  many  of  them  have  been  entered,  and,  by  proclama¬ 
tion,  four  or  five  million  acres  are  to  be  sold  in  May  next,  which  will  bring  into  the  Trea¬ 
sury  as  many  million  dollars. 

In  the  limits  of  that  State  there  are  one  hundred  and  twenty  million  acres  of  land.,  all 
of  which,  except  four  or  five  million,  is  public  land;  and  it  has  become  necessary, 
in  the  adjustment  of  land  claims  there,  to  have  the  private  land  claims  separated 
from  the  public  land.  Now,  sir,  we  would  have  had  to  wait  five  years  to  have  done  that 
which  the  surveyor  general  has  accomplished  in  six  months;  and  this  $220,000  would 
have  been  expended,  and  much  more,  in  those  five  years.  I  say  that  while  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Ohio  argues  for  holding  officers  to  a  strict  accountability,  and  while  there  may 
be  some  truth  and  justice  in  that,  yet  there  are  exceptions  to  all  rules,  and  especially  so 
far  as  the  State  of  California  is  concerned,.  If  this  were  to  happen  in  one  pf  the  Atlantic 
States,  where  early  and  reliable  information  could  be  had  of  the  action  of  Congress,  in¬ 
stead  of  in  this  far-distant  State,  to  which  it  takes  a  month  to  go,  the  matter  might  come 
fairly  under  his  rule.  Then,  taking  into  consideration  the  past  legislation  of  this  coun¬ 
try;  that  these  surveys  have  been  of  great  benefit  to  the  country;  that  this  money  is  justly 
due;  and  that  these  men  have  had  it  withheld  from  them  for  eighteen  months,  I  think 
justice  demands  that  we  should  pass  this  section  of  the  bill,  which  appropriates  this 
$220,000. 

Mr.  STANTON.  I  move  to  amend  the  amendment  by  diminishing  the  appropriation 

$200,000. 

Mr.  Chairman,  this  amendment  presents  a  good  illustration  of  the  manner  in  which  this 
Government  is  carried  on.  The  constitution  contemplates  that  there  shall  be  no  expense  in¬ 
curred  and  no  money  expended,  except  by  the  authority  of  Congress.  The  pnly  use  that 
Congress  is  to  this  Government  is  to  act  as  a  check  to  the  executive  department;  to  par¬ 
alyze  its  arm  and  withhold  the  funds  necessary  in  a  c^se  of  practical  usurpation  of  power 
on  the  part  of  the  executive  branch.  Here  is  a  case  where  Congress  appropriated 
$50,000  for  the  accomplishment  of  a  particular  work.  Under  this  authority,  the  Execu¬ 
tive  has  gone  on  and  expended  $270, uOO.  The  question  is,  then,  whether  Congress  can 
recognize  an  authority  in  the  Executive  or  any  of  his  subordinates  to  spend  five  dollars 
for  every  dollar  which  Congress  has  authorized  to  be  expended. 

I  wish  it  to  be  remembered  on  this  side  of  the  House,  that,  after  this  appropriation  has 
been  voted,  we  are  to  be  estopped  from  arraigning  this  Administration  for  extravagance 
in  its  expenditures  of  the  public  money;  we  are  to  be  estopped  because  we  voted  for  the 
appropriation. 

The  Union  of  yesterday  had  the  following  paragraph: 

“We  hear,  accordingly,  loud  complaints  against  the  Army  expenditure,  it  is  charged  that  it  has  run  up 
in  twelve  years  from  $9,000,000  to  $19,000,000;  and  at  this  laat  amount,  though  voted  by  a  Black  Republican 
House  of  Representatives,  some  of  the  members  who  voted  for  it  now  affect  to  stand  appalled  and  aghast.  If 
it  were  a  fact  that  the  Army  appropriations  were  upwards  of  nineteen  millions  for  the  expiring  fiscal  year, 
the  responsibility  would  belong  as  fully  to  the  Black  Republican  House  which  voted  them,  as  to  the  Democra¬ 
tic  Senate  that  concurred  in,  and  the  Democratic  Administration  that  administered  them.  But  the  fact  i & 
not  so.” 

That  paper,  it  will  be  seen,  holds  that  because  we  voted  for  extravagant  appropriations 
for  the  Army,  we  have  no  right  to  make  any  question  about  the  extravagance  in  the  ex¬ 
penditures  of  the  public  money  by  the  Executive.  It  turns  out,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  the 
Republicans  had  not  a  majority  in  the  last  House,  and  that  they  are  not,  therefore,  res¬ 
ponsible  at  all  for  any  appropriation  made  at  that  time.  This,  everybody  knows.  I  hold 
that  if  there  is  to  be  anything  in  the  shape  of  responsibility  at  all  on  the  part  of  the  exec¬ 
utive  department,  if  this  House  proposes  tp  put  any  effective  check  on  the  expenditures  of 
the  public  money,  it  must  hold  the  Executive  responsible  for  the  expenditures  which  are 
made.  And  if  we  are  to  be  called  upon,  and  it  is  to  be  held  to  be  our  duty,  to  vote  ap¬ 
propriations  for  whatever  expenditures  may  be  made,  whether  they  be  authorized  by  la.w 
or  not,  and  whether  they  be  necessary  or  not,  then,  there  is  no  check  and  no  accountability. 

The  argument  of  the  gentleman  from  California  [Mr.  Scott]  might  have  been  a  very- 
proper  one  a  year  ago.  It  might  be  very  proper  to  say  in  advance  that  the  mpney  wa$ 
necessary  for  this  expenditure.  But  his  argument  is,  that  inasmuch  as  it  was  necessary 
to  spend  this  money,  therefore,  the  executive  ought  to  do  it.  According  fo  the  gentle¬ 
man’s  argument,  the  Executive  is  made  the  sole  judge  of  the  necessities  of  the  country,  and 
of  what  money  is  necessary  to  be  expended  for  any  particular  purpose.  |»OF,i|r;  I  sub¬ 
mit  that  it  is  the  province  and  the  duty  of  the  House  to  determine-r 

[Here  the  hammer  fell.] 
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Mr.  STANTON,  by  unanimous  consent,  withdrew  his  amendment. 

The  question  recurred  on  the  amendment  offered  by  Mr.  Sherman*,  of  Ohio. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  move  to  amend  the  clause  proposed  to  be  stricken  out,  by  increasing 
the  amount  of  the  appropriation  $5,000. 

Mr.  Chairman,  there  seems  to  be  a  misunderstanding  on  the  part  of  the  gentleman  from 
Illinois,  [Mr.  Wabhbcrne,]  in  relation  to  the  late  surveyor  general  of  the  State  of  Cali¬ 
fornia,  and  I  wish  to  make  a  statement  in  regard  to  that  matter.  Col.  Haye,  who  was 
surveyor  general  of  California,  acting  in  good  faith,  and  believing  that  the  Government 
would  make  an  ample  and  sufficient  appropriation  for  the  surveys  of  our  State,  exceeded 
the  appropriation  to  the  amount  of  $220,000.  As  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  has  stated, 
he  entered  into  contracts  with  various  parties  to  make  surveys  of  the  public  lands  in  the 
State,  and  they  put  their  men  into  the  field.  A  letter  was  addressed  to  him  by  the  De¬ 
partment,  ordering  him  to  curtail  his  expenses.  That  letter  was  in  transitu  at  the  time 
he  made  the  contracts,  and  he  did  not  receive  it  until  it  was  too  late  to  recall  them.  The 
indebtedness  had  been  incurred.  He,  as  the  official  agent  of  the  Government,  had  taken 
upon  himself  the  responsibility  of  entering  into  contracts  with  these  parties.  The  Sena¬ 
tors  from  California  and  my  colleague  and  myself  made  strenuous  efforts  with  the  admin¬ 
istration,  and  with  the  Department  of  the  Interior,  to  keep  Colonel  Hays  in  office — for  there 
never  lived  a  more  gallant  or  a  more  honest  man.  We  went  and  begged  and  intreated 
that  he  should  be  allowed  to  retain  his  office.  We  w*ere  told :  “No;  we  cannot  retain 
him  because  he  has  disobeyed  instructions,  and  it  would  be  establishing  a  bad  precedent. 
Although  we  believe  that  every  word  you  utter  in  testimony  to  his  high  character  as  a 
man  is  true,  the  law  must  be  enforced  and  he  must  be  removed.” 

But,  sir,  to  prevent  any  tarnish  of  the  name  of  a  man  revered  and  honored  by  every 
American,  and  who  has  frequently  spilled  his  blood  upon  the  battle-field  in  his  country's 
cause,  the  President  voluntarily  offered  him  the  position  of  surveyor  general  of  Utah  as  a 
guarantee  to  the.  country  that  the  act  for  which  he  was  removed  was  nothing  but  what 
w*as  considered  a  breach  of  duty,  casting  no  reflection  upon  him  as  a  man.  That  is  ex¬ 
actly  the  state  of  affairs,  and  he  never  has  accepted  the  position  tendered  him. 

His  removal  from  the  office  of  surveyor  general  of  California  has  been  a  source  of  sor¬ 
row*  and  regret  to  every  honest  man  throughout  the  length  and  breadth  of  that  State,  for 
he  is  universally  beloved  for  his  noble  qualities. 

Mr.  WASHBURNE,  of  Illinois.  I  oppose  the  amendment  to  the  amendment  for  the 
purpose  of  saying  a  word  or  two.  I  know  nothing  in  particular  in  regard  to  Colonel 
Jack  Hays.  But  I  understood  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  to  claim  great  credit  for  the 
Administration  for  having  removed  him  from  the  office  of  surveyor  general  of  California 
on  account  of  his  transactions  there  in  regard  to  surveying  the  public  lands.  In  reply 
to  that  I  stated,  what  I  understood  to  be  the  fact,  that  this  same  man,  for  removing  whom 
from  office  great  credit  is  claimed  for  the  administration,  has  been  appointed  surveyor 
general  of  Utah.  That  I  still  understand  to  be  the  fact,  although  I  understand  further 
that  he  has  not  accepted  the  appointment.  That  is  all  I  have  to  say. 

Mr.  PHELPS.  I  stated  that  he  was  removed  from  the  office  of  surveyor  general  of 
California. 

Mr.  CCOTT  withdrew  his  amendment  to  the  amendment. 

The  question  occurred  on  Mr.  Sherman’s  amendment. 

Mr.  FLORENCE  demanded  tellers. 

Tellers  were  ordered;  and  Messrs.  Garnett  and  Lovejoy  ware  appointed. 

The  committee  divided;  and  the  tellers  reported — ayes  50,  noes  72. 

And  on  the  same  question,  at  a  subsequent  hour,  on  the  7th  of  June,  1858,  Mr.  Scott 
made  the  following  remarks  to  the  amendment  offered  by  him. — [See  Cong.  Globe,  page 
2768.] 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  move  to  amend  by  inserting  twenty-six  instead  of  twenty-five  dollars  per 
mile.  This,  sir,  is  the  matter  which  the  gentleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Regan]  very  unex-  , 
pectedly  called  up  during  the  general  discussion  on  this  bill.  I  then  briefly  and  hastily  ! 
replied  to  his  remarks  against  the  amendment  of  the  Senate.  The  gentleman  seemed  to 
take  time  by  the  forelock.  He  did  not  wait  until  the  amendment  was  reported  to  the  com¬ 
mittee,  for  fear,  I  suppose,  that  he  might  not  have  sufficient  time  under  the  five-minutes 
debate  to  express  his  view’s.  During  these  remarks  it  pleased  him  to  state  that  if  the 
amendment  was  adopted  by  the  House  it  would  be  productive  of  fraud,  corruption,  and  ) 
venality.  T  did  not  know,  and  I  am  still  at  a  loss  to  know,  on  what  ground  the  gentleman 
has  arrived  at  that  conclusion.  Now,  sir,  that  amendment  has  been  read  ;  and  as  it  has 
become  familiar  to  the  House  I  will  say  that  it  is  a  special  law*  under  w*hich  there  is  no 
liberty,  no  range  given  for  corruption.  And,  sir,  while  I  advocate  the  adoption  of  that 
amendment — which  I  shall  do  in  as  brief  a  manner  as  possible — I  will  state,  as  a  reason 
why  the  price  of  these  purveys  should  he  fixed  at  twenty-five  dollars  a  mile/that  it  is 
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twice  as  difficult,  twice  as  laborious,  and  will  consume  twice  as  much  time  to  survey  tbe 
private  land  claims  of  California  as  it  will  to  survey  the  public  domain.  Under  the  law 
of  1853 — the  law  to  which  the  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  "Ways  and  Means  referred — 
the  price  of  surveying  the  public  domain  in  California  is  fixed  at  sixteen  dollars  per  mile. 
Now,  sir,  you  will  find  there  is  an  increase  of  only  one-third  instead  of  double  the  in¬ 
crease  which  we  should  have  had,  in  consideration  of  more  than  double  the  labor  and 
more  than  double  the  time  being  consumed  in  surveying  private  lands. 

But,  sir,  I  wish  to  call  attention  to  the  fact,  that  this  is  not  merely  an  appropriation 
>  which  is  temporary  and  evanescent  in  its  character,  only  lasting  for  a  year  or  eighteen 
i  months ;  but  that  it  is  one  in  which  interests  great  and  vital  are  involved.  There  is  no 
State  in  the  Confederacy  which  presents  the  spectacle  that  California  does,  so  far  as  her 
I  private  land  claims  are  concerned.  Our  litigations  are  expensive  and  ruinous,  passing 
through  all  the  courts  of  California — first,  the  land  commission  ;  second,  the  United 
States  circuit  and  district  courts;  and  then,  by  appeal  here,  through  the  Supreme  Court 
of  the  United  States — and  still  the  claimant  gets  no  title  until  the  patent  is  issued  by  the 
Government.  Now,  this  is  an  effort  to  get  these  claims  surveyed  and  patents  issued  ; 
and  in  doing  that,  you  do  not  only  justice  to  the  land  claimants,  but  you  benefit  fifteen  or 
twenty  thousandhonest  settlers,  who  have  gone  to  that  State  andsettled  down.  I  apprehend 
that  if  you  refuse  this  appropriation,  and  put  in  another  sum  totally  inadequate,  you  will 
throw  all  these  matters  in  regard  to  the  land  claims  in  my  State  into  confusion,  and  in¬ 
crease  this  litigation,  which  is  the  curse  and  evil  of  my  State,  because  the  boundaries  of 
these  claims  are  not  defined,  so  that  parties  litigant  do  not  and  cannot  know  their  re- 
j  spective  rights. 

You  cannot  charge  corruption,  because  of  the  simple  fact  that  the  surveyor  general 
|  gives  the  work  out  to  the  lowest  responsible  bidder.  The  appropriation  is  made  for  cer- 
f  tain  specific  purposes,  and  he  has  no  more  control  over  the  distribution  of  it  than  the  gen¬ 
tleman  from  Texas  [Mr.  Regan]  has.  Then  there  is  nothing  in  this  charge  of  corruption, 
fraud,  and  venality,  which  the  gentleman  from  Texas  makes.  If  the  surveyor  general  can 
get  his  work  done  cheaper  than  the  amount  contemplated  in  this  amendment,  it  is  his 
duty  to  do  so ;  but  it  only  puts  it  within  his  power  to  do  justice  to  twenty  thousand  hon¬ 
est  men,  by  settling  claims  long  in  litigation,  by  enabling  them  to  purchase  from  these 
land  claimants  when  their  titles  are  clearly  established  and  their  boundaries  fully  defined. 
Not  only  that,  but  it  enables  the  Government  to  bring  its  lands  into  market,  free  from  all 
incumbrances,  which  must  necessarily  be  done  before  the  Government  can  realize  from 
them. — [See  Cong.  Globe,  pages  1,527  and  1,528.] 

CIVIL  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

Remarks,  June  7th.  1858,  on  “Civil  Appropriation  Bill,”  in  reply  to  Ho»v  John  A. 
Reagan,  of  Texas. — [Pages  2,758  and  2,759  of  Cong.  Globe.] 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Not  knowing  that  this  bill  was  to  be  taken  up  to-day,  I  did  not  anticipate 
that  there  would  be  objection  made  to  this  clause  of  the  bill  on  to-day.  Now,  sir,  I  know 
it  was  stated  in  the  other  end  of  the  Capitol  that  living  was  as  cheap  in  the  State,  of  Cali¬ 
fornia  as  it  was  upon  this  side.  I  deny  the  truth  of  that  assertion.  I  state  here,  upoiy 
information  which  I  have  in  my  possession,  acquired  by  personal  experience  and  observa¬ 
tion,  that  the  cost  of  living  in  California  is  now  twice  as  great  as  it  is  upon  this  side.  The 
matter  which  we  have  to  deal  with,  is  the  matter  of  labor,  and  the  price  there  paid  for 
labor.  Now,  in  that  connexion,  I  would  state  to  the  gentleman  from  Texas,  that  he  can¬ 
not  employ  a  laboring  man  in  San  Francisco,  or  in  the  mines  of  California,  under  fifty  or 
sixty  dollars  a  month.  And  I  will  state,  too,  that  he  cannot  get  deputy  surveyors  to  take 
charge  of  those  surveys  for  less  than  one  hundred  and  fifty  or  two  hundred  dollars  per 
month  ;  nor  can  he  employ  rodmen  and  chain-bearers  under  seventy-five  or  one  hundred 
dollars  a  month.  In  order  to  separate  these  private  land  claims  from  the  public  domain 
they  have  not  only  to  employ  laboring  men  to  attend  the  engineer  force,  but  it  becomes 
necessary  to  have  scientific  men  ;  and  there  is  no  place  in  the  world  where  scientific 
qualifications  command  a  better  price  than  in  California. 

The  gentleman  says  there  is  no  difference  in  the  price  of  labor  in  Texas  and  California, 
The  gentleman  is  greatly  mistaken.  The  simple  reason  that  labor  is  so  enhanced 
in  price  grows  out  of  the  mining  interests  of  our  State.  If  men  cannot  get  employment 
in  San  Francisco.  Sacramento,  Marysville,  Stockton,  or  any  of  our  large  places,  they  im¬ 
mediately  go  to  the  mines  ;  and  there  is  no  man  who,  by  care,  attention  to  business,  and 
industry,  cannot  make  over  two  and  a  half  or  three  dollars  a  day  in  the  mines. 

It  is  this  state  of  affairs  which  renders  it  necessary  that  there  should  be  a  discrimina¬ 
tion  between  the  price  paid  in  the  State  which  I  have  the  honor  to  represent  and  other 
States  of  the  Union.  We  find  that  there  are  one  hundred  and  thirty  million  acres  of 
public  land  in  California.  We  find  Aere.are  no  incumbrances  on  those  public  lands. 
We  have  no  Indian  treaties  to  be  made  in  reference  to  them,  as  the  reservation  system  is 
adopted  in  that  State.  Every  acre  belongs  to  the  General  Government,  We  find,  how-* 
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Over,  that  difficulties  do  arise  from  what  are  known  as  private  land  claims — claims  held 
or  claimed  under  Mexican  giants,  prior  to  our  acquisition  of  that  Territory  from  Mexico — 
and  we  find  that  it  becomes  necessary  to  separate  those  private  claims  from  the  public 
domain. 

The  law,  a?  it  now  stands,  prohibits  the  surveyor  general  from  receiving  anything  from 
these  private  claimants  for  surveying  their  lands.  We  find,  further,  that  if  the  General 
Government  wishes  to  enjoy  the  benefits  of  the  public  domain,  it  must,  necessarily,  sepa¬ 
rate  that  domain  from  that  portion  which  belongs  to  private  individuals;  and  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Texas  admits,  in  his  remarks,  that  it  is  more  difficult  to  make  these  private 
land  claim  surveys,  than  it  is  to  run  the  lines  through  und  around  the  public  domain.  As 
I  said  before,  the  law  prevents  the  surveyor  general  from  receiving  any  remuneration  from 
these  private  land  claimants.  It  then  devolves  upon  Congress  to  pass  some  law  by  which 
he  cart  make  contracts  with  deputy  surveyors  to  separate  the  private  land  claims  from  the 
public  domain.  The  whole  point  of  the  controversy  which  the  gentleman  has  raised,  is, 
whether  this  is  necessary?  1  have  stated  that  the  price  of  labor  there  is  three  times  as 
great  as  it  is  elsewhere  ;  that  you  cannot  get  a  woman  servant  under  thirty  dpllars  a  month, 
or  an  able-bodied  man  under  sixty  dollars  a  month,  while  in  Texas  they  can  be  obtained 
from  ten  to  fifteen.  When  we  contrast  the  prices  of  labor  and  provisions,  we  find  that  the 
difference  is  not  so  great  as  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  Texas. 

The  matter  was  fully  canvassed  in  the  other  end  of  the  Capitol,  and  one  of  the  Senators 
from  my  State,  who  first  raised  objection  to  the  price  stated  in  this  amendment,  finally 
acknowledged  that,  it  was  necessary  that  this  appropriation  should  be  made,  or  the  sur¬ 
veyor’s  office  in  California  would  be  closed;  and  for  six  or  seven  months  we  should  have 
no  surveys  going  on  there.  I  feel  no  iqtcrest  in  this  matter  beyond  the  benefit  of  my 
State.  I  know  the  surveyor  general ;  he  is  a  man  of  undoubted  integrity  and  honesty  : 
he  has  been  identified  with  the  history  of  that  country  since  1849,  and  1  know  he  will  look 
after  the  Government  interest,  and  that  he  will  get  these  contracts  taken  by  deputy  sur¬ 
veyors  at  the  lowest  possible  p.ice.  He  will  advertise  for  bids,  and  the  contracts  will  be 
let  out  to  the  lowest  responsible  parties.  If  he  can  get  it  done  for  fifteen  dollars,  he  will 
do  it.  There  is  a  spirit  of  emulation  and  rivalry  there  in  all  branches  of  business,  as  there 
is  here,  and  it  will  lead  to  competition  in  bidding,  which  will  secure  the  work  to  be  done 
at  the  lowest  possible  price,  and,  of  course,  that  is  as  reasonable  as  the  gentleman  can 
ask.  But  if  yon  were  to  limit  the  price  to  fifteen  or  twenty  dollars,  you  may  appropriate 
an  amount  entirely  inadequate  to  the  service,  and  the  result  will  be,  that  you  will  have 
no  surveys  made,  and  the  Government  will  be  deprived  of  millions  of  acres  now  ordered 
to  be  sold,  and  the  rights  of  the  private  laud  claimants,  which  have  suffered  already  from 
litigation,  will  be  trampled  upon,  because,  forsooth,  the  gentloman  from  Texas  thiuks  that 
this  appropriation  is  too  large.  Now  I  say.  that,  in  justice  to  these  parties,  and  also  to 
the  niimerous  settlers,  whose  rights  are  as  much  involved  as  these  land  claimants,  and 
also  in  justice  to  the  Federal  Government,  I  do  not  believe  that  the  appropriation  here 
made  is  too  much  ;  if  it  was,  I  would  be  the  first  man  to  oppose  iL 

ARMY  APPROPRIATION. 

Remarks  on  ‘‘Army  Appropriation  Bill,”  June  9th,  1858. — [See  Cong.  Globe,  pages 
2869  and  2870.] 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  move  to  amend  by  increasing  the  appropriation  $100,000.  I  have  lis¬ 
tened  to-day,  Mr.  Chairman,  with  a  great  deal  of  pleasure  to  the  effusion  of  patriotism 
shown  by  gentlemen  on  this  floor,  relative  to  the  proposition  to  increase  our  Navy.  Now, 
while  I  am  willing,  as  heretofore,  to  vote  for  every  one  of  these  appropriations,  I  wish  to  call 
the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  condition  of  Fort  Point,  on  the  bay  of  San  Francisco. 
Gentlemen  may  talk  very  well  on  this  floor  about  fifty  thousand  troops  being  called  into 
the  field  as  soon  as  the  first  blast  of  the  war  bugle  is  heard ;  but  1  ask  how  is  it  to  be  with 
•California,  separated  thousands  and  thousands  of  miles  from  the  other  States  of  the  Con¬ 
federacy.  and  having  its  only  intercourse  with  them  by  a  semi-monthly  mail,  by  the  Isth- 
mus  of  Pnuama?  If  the  war  now  impending  should  take  place,  in  what  condition  would 
my  State  be  placed?  The  first  thing  that  would  be  done  by  the  enemy  would  be  to  cap¬ 
ture  the  California  steamers  ;  because  every  officer  in  command  of  a  Briti.»h  vessel  would 
1)0  anxious  to  secure  the  prize-money — consisting  of  millions,  which  we  are  semi-monthly 
/sending  you  from  our  State — that  he  would  derive  from  such  a  capture. 

Now,  if  you  give  up  this  $150,000  to  contiuuo  the  works  at  bort  Point,  which  guards 
ill*-  .entrance  to  the  mouth  of  the  harbor  of  San  Francisco,  we  can  defeud  ourselves  and 
defy  the  combined  and  united  fleet  of  England.  But  strike  down  that  appropriation  and 
leave  the  fort  uncoiii plated,  and  we  are  at  the  mercy  of  the  most  powerful  maritime  nation 
of  the  globo.  This  appropriation  should  be  separate  and  distinct  from  the  rest,  although  I 
will  cheerfully  vote  for  them  all,  in  order  to  pluco  all  sections  of  our  Union  in  a  proper 
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state  of  defense.  Here,  in  the  Atlantic  States,  you  have,  your  means  of  defense;  you  have 
your  ships  in  harbors,  and  can  concentrate  them  at  a  given  point  to  do  battle  with  the  na¬ 
val  forces  of  a  foreign  Power;  but  there  is  a  pbrtion  of  the  Confederacy  which  is  undefended 
and  unable  to  defend  itself  from  the  British  Pacific  squadron.  I  do  not  look  upon  this  as  a 
war  measure,  for  even  in  the  time  of  peace  we  should  be  prepared  for  war;  and  justice  de¬ 
mands  that  this  appropriation  should  be  made.  You  will  not  give  us  a  Pacific  railroad. 
The  route  across  Salt  Lake  is  already  stopped  up  by  war  with  the  Mormons.  You  have 
an  overland  route,  it  is  true,  between  Texas  and  San  Diego  ;  but  let  any  gentleman  make 
the  calculation  and  tell  me  honestly  and  candidly  if  you  could  transport  troops  by  that 
route  in  sufficient  time  to  protect  us.  True,  in  California,  we  could  raise  in  time  of  war 
fifty  thousand  as  gallant  men  as  ever  shouldered  musket  or  trod  in  shoe  leather:  but,  un¬ 
less  you  give  us  an  appropriation  by  which  we  can  have  the  means  and  material  necessary 
to  defend  that  flag  which  yon  all  honor  as  much  as  I  do,  I  tell  you  you  will  see  the  painful 
and  humiliating  spectacle  of  the  country  being  placed  in  the  condition  of  having  one  por¬ 
tion  of  it  captured,  in  the  possession  and  at  the  mercy  of  a  foreign  foe.  • 

(Here  the  hammer  fell.) 

Mr.  LETCHER.  It  seems  to  me,  Mr.  Chairman,  that  we  have  anew  definition  of  •; pat¬ 
riotism i"  now-a-days.  It  consists  in  spending  money.  The  gentleman  from  California  in¬ 
sists  upon  it,  that  unless  we  display  our  patriotism  in  that  way,  California  will  be  ruined. 
Now,  sir,  I  take  the  occasion  to  say,  that  no  nation  has  ever  exhibited  more  of  this  sort 
of  '•  patriotism  ”  to  a  portion  of  her  people  than  this  Government  has  shown  to  Califor¬ 
nia,  from  the  time  she  was  admitted  as  a  State  into  the  Union.  We  have  appropriated 
much  more  largely  to  her  than  any  other  State  for  fortifications  and  for  various  other 
purposes,  within  the  limited  time  that  she  has  been  a  member  of  the  Confederacy  of 
States.  But  the  gentleman  says  now  we  must  go  on,  that  we  must  continue  to  make  ap¬ 
propriations  in  answer  to  her  demands.  .He  says  that  if  war  breaks  out,  California  is  in 
an  exposed  condition.  Why,  have  we  not  heard  all  day  that  there  is  to  be  no  war  ?  Has 
not  that  been  the  cry  from  the  time  the  debate  commenced  this  morning  up  to  the  present 
moment ;  that  the  increase  of  the  Navy  was  for  the  protection  of  commerce ;  that  no  war 
was  to  grow  out  of  the  difficulties  between  this  country  and  England  ;  that  all  was  set¬ 
tled,  and  that  if  war  was  to  come,  we  would  be  required  to  construct  a  much  larger  num¬ 
ber  of  vessels  ?  And  now,  when  these  fortifications  come  up  we  are  told  that  we  must 
build  them  for  the  purpose  of  being  prepared  for  that  very  war  which  nobody  believes  is 
coming! 

And  he  further  said  during  the  debate : 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  move  to  amend  the  Senate  amendment  by  increasing  the  amount 
$150,000.  It  it  always  disagreeable  to  me  to  consume  the  time  of  the  House,  and  I  never 
do  it  unless  it  be  in  conformity  to  a  sense  of  duty.  I  represent  a  State  which  I  know 
has  varied  interests,  and  I  am  sure  the  committee  will  bear  me  out  in  saying  that  I  do 
not  intrude  upon  them  except  when  her  interests  are  concerned.  I  wish  to  make  a  few 
remarks  in  regard  to  the  question  now  pending.  The  gentleman  from  Mississippi  says 
that  the  Secretary  of  War  does  not,  as  shown  by  the  letter  which  has  just  been  read,  con¬ 
sider  this  road  a  military  necessity.  I  grant  it  that  those  exact  words  are  not  used,  and 
that  it  is  not  imperative  upon  Congress  to  pass  the  appropriation,  but,  at  the  same  time, 
he  considers  its  construction  expedient.  I  then  concede,  so  far  as  the  views  of  the  Secre-- 
tary  of  War  are  concerned,  relative  to  this  road,  that  the  construction  of  ft  would  be  of 
vast  advantage  to  the  military  affairs  of  the  country  as  a  matter  of  true  policy.  That  is 
the  construction  I  place  upon  his  language. 

Now,  sir,  I  desire  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee  to  the  fact  that  I  come  from 
a  State  which  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  has  been  pleased  to  assail,  upon  the 
ground  that  she  is  ever  asking  something  from  the  hands  of  the  Government.  Now, 
sir.  I  desire  the  gentleman  to  understand  that  the  reason  that  she  does  so,  is  that  her 
chief  product  is  gold  itself.  Let  them  also  remember,  and  the  gentleman  from  Virginia, 
particularly,  that  when  this  whole  country  was  stricken  down  by  a  pecuniary  crisis,' 
and  wo  and  despair  were  depicted  upon  every  face  upon  the  Atlantic  coast,  and  the  finan¬ 
cial  condition  of  our  Union  was  utterly  prostrated,  California  came  to  the  rescue  with  her 
millions  of  gold,  infused  n^w  life  and  vigor  in  our  monetary  affairs,  and  restored  wealth 
and  confidence  to  all  classes  of  our  community.  I  come  from  a  State  which  receives  a 
large  accession  from  all  parts  of  the  Union — a  State  that  is  strictly  a  Union. State,  where 
northern  and  southern  men  are  bound  together  in  one  grand  bond  of  brotherhood.  And 
this  is  an  appropriation  for  a  military  road  by  which  both  sections  of  the  Union  will  be ' 
benefited  equally,  because  it  is  central.  Your  men  of  the  North  and  the  Soiith  wish  to  go 
across  the  plains  to  settle  in  that  State,  and  you  cannot  now  get  there  by  the  way  of  Salt 
Lake,  which  is  blocked  up  on  account  of  the  Mormon  war.  You  cannot  tell  when  that  war 
will  be  terminated;  and  it  was  properly  stated  by  the  gentleman  from  South  Carolina, 


[Mr.  Boyck,]  in  a  recent  speech,  that  there  may  be  a  guerrilla  warfare  carried  on  for  years 
in  the  gulches  and  ravines  of  Utah,  and  no  man  can  see  or  foretell  when  its  termination  will 
occur.  But  hore  is  a  route  which  is  demonstrated  by  the  survey  of  Lieutenant  Beale  to  be 
all  that  you  can  desire.  I  ask,  therefore,  that  the  sum  of  $250,000  shall  be  appropri¬ 
ated  to  finish  that  road.  I  ask  gentlemen,  while  you  vote  $1,000,000  to  introduce 
water  within  the  city  of  Washington,  in  the  name  of  justice  cannot  you  appropriae 
$  1 50,000  for  a  connecting  link  between  the  Atlantic  and  the  Pacific  ? 

[Here  the  hammer  ffcll.] 

The  amendment  was  not  agreed  to. 

The  Senate  amendment  was  not  agreed  to. 

So  the  report  was  concurred  in. 

Mr.  GARNETT  moved  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  report  was  concurred  in  ; 
and  also  moved  to  lay  the  motion  to  reconsider  upon  the  table. 

The  latter  motion  was  agreed  to. 

REVENUE  BILL. 

Remarks  on  the  Revenue  Bill,  June  12,  1858 — See  Cong.  Globe,  page  3,030. 

Mr.  JOHN  COCHRANE.  1  rise  to  a  privileged  question.  I  desire  to  make  a  report 
from  the  committee  of  conference  on  the  bill  of  the  House  No.  466,  as  follows  : 

The  committee  of  conference  on  the  disagreeing  votes  of  the  two  Houses  on  the  bill  (H. 
R.  No.  466)  making  appropriations  for  the  expenses  of  collecting  the  revenue  from  cus¬ 
toms,  having  met,  after  full  and  free  conference  have  agreed  to  recommend,  and  do  re¬ 
commend,  to  their  respective  Houses,  as  follows  : 

That  the  House  recede  from  its  disagreement  to  the  fourth  amendment  of  the  Senate, 
and  concur  with  an  amendment,  as  follows:  Strike  out  all  after  the  word  “warehouses, ’’ 
in  line  five,  to  the  word  “than,”  in  line  eight,  and  insert,  “or  appraisers  shall  receive  a 
compensation  more  than  twenty-five  per  cent,  greater.” 

R.  M.  T.  HUNTER, 

J.  D.  BRIGHT, 

B.  F.  WADE, 

Manager s  on  the  part  of  the  Senate. 
JOHN  COCHRANE. 

W.  L.  UNDERWOOD, 
Managers  on  the  part  of  the  House. 

There  were  but  four  amendments  proposed  by  the  Senate  to  this  bill.  In  two  of  those 
amendments  the  House  concurred.  To  one  of  them  they  disagreed,  but  concurred 
in  it  with  an  amendment,  to  which  the  Senate  agreed,  leaving  thereby  only  the  fourth 
amendment  in  which  the  House  non-concurred.  The  Senate  insisted,  and  asked  a  com¬ 
mittee  of  conference,  and  it  was  upon  that  amendment  that  the  conference  was  had.  I 
will  read  the  amendment  of  the  Senate,  so  that  the  House  may  understand  the  action  of 
the  committee  of  conference.  It  is  as  follows: 

And  be  it  further  enacted.  That  no  collector  of  the  customs,  deputy  collector,  naval  officer,  deputy  naval  of¬ 
ficer,  surveyor,  deputy  surveyor,  general  appraiser,  superintendent  of  warehouses,  or  any  other  officer  or 
person  engaged  in  the  collection  of  the  revenue,  shall  receive  a  greater  compensation  than  is  now  paid  to  the 
officers  and  persons  engaged  in  said  service  at  the  port  of  New  York:  Provided,  That  this  section  shall 
not  be  so  construed  as  to  increase  the  compensation  of  any  officer  of  the  customs,  or  of  any  person  engaged 
in  the  collection  thereof.” 

The  House  should  understand  that  there  is  but  one  collection  district  at  which  the  com¬ 
pensation  of  officers  is  greather  than  the  compensation  of  officers  at  the  port  of  New 
York.  That  district  is  the  district  of  California.  Of  course  this  Senate  amendment  ope¬ 
rates,  and  was  intended  to  operate,  upon  the  compensation  of  officers  in  that  district. 
The  effect  of  the  amendment  was  to  cut  down  the  compensation  of  all  officers  and  em¬ 
ployees  engaged  in  the  collection  of  the  revenue  in  that  district.  The  House  non-con¬ 
curred  in  the  amendment.  The  subject  has  been  freely  discussed  by  the  committee  of 
conference,  and  they  came  to  the  conclusion — with  bui  one  exception,  and  that  was  the 
gentleman  from  California,  [Mb.  Scott] — that  the  amendment  of  the  Senate  should  be 
concurred  in,  with  an  amendment  to  strike  out  the  words  “or.any  other  officer  or  person 
engaged  in  the  collection  of  the  revenue  shall  receive  a  greater  compensation.”  and  in¬ 
sert  the  words  “or  appraisers  shall  receive  a  compensation  more  than  twenty-five  per 
cent,  greater;”  so  that  the  amendment,  if  the  recommendation  of  the  committee  is  con¬ 
curred  in,  will  read: 

That  no  collector  of  the  customs,  deputy  collector,  naval  officer,  deputy  naval  officer, 
surveyor,  deputy  surveyor,  general  appraiser,  superintendent  of  warehouses,  or  apprai¬ 
sers,  shall  receive  a  compensation  more  than  twenty-five  per  cent,  greater  than  is  now 


paid  to  the  officers  and  persons  engaged  in  said  service  at  the  port  of  New  York :  Pro¬ 
vided,  $c. 

A  few  words  in  this  connection  are  perhaps  necessary  to  a  full  understanding  by  the 
House  of  the  reasons  of  the  action  of  the  committee  in  the  premises.  The  following 
statement  will  show  the  comparative  compensation  of  the  several  officers  at  the  port  of 
New  York,  and  at  the  port  of  San  Francisco : 


Collector . 

Deputy  collector . 

Naval  officer . 

Deputy  naval  officer . . 

Surveyor . 

Deputy  Surveyor . 

Warehouse  superintendent 

General  appraiser . 

Appraiser . 


New  York. 

..  $6,400 . 

.  2', 500 . 

.  5,000 . 

California. 

.  2,000 . 

.  3  600 

.  4  900 . 

.  7  000 

.  2m00 . 

.  2,000 . 

.  3  600 

.  2^500 . 

.  6  000 

.  2,000 . 

This  scale  of  compensation,  so  much  greater  in  San  Francisco  than  in  New  York,  was 
adopted  in  reference  to  high  prices  current  and  high  rates  of  rent  in  San  Francisco,  com¬ 
pared  with  what  they  then  were  at  any  other  port  of  the  United  States.  It  was  averred 
in  the  committee,  and  with  truth,  that  the  scale  of  prices  for  living,  rent,  &c.,  in  San 
Francisco  was  now  nearly  that  at  New  York  and  other  ports  of  the  Union,  but  was  con¬ 
ceded  that  it  was  still  somewhat  greater,  though  not  as  great  as  formerly.  In  reference 
to  that  it  was  that  the  committee  thought  that  if  they  adopted  a  rate  of  compensation  to 
,  the  superior  officers  in  San  Francisco  engaged  in  the  collection  of  revenue  twenty-five 
per  cent,  greater  than  that  of  the  same  class  of  officers  in  New  York,  the  amendment 
would  meet  the  case  and  adjust  itself  to  the  greater  expense  of  living.  They,  under  the 
same  considerations,  also  came  to  the  conclusion  that  it  would  not  be  justifiable  to  extend 
|  the  force  of  this  amendment  to  that  class  of  officers  designated  in  the  words  of  the  Sen¬ 
ate  amendment,  ‘-or  any  other  officer  or  person  engaged  in  the  collection  of  the  revenue,” 
and  which  we  propose  to  strike  out.  So  the  words  referring  to  all  those  lesser  officers, 
the  manipularies  if  I  may  so  term  them — of  the  custom-house  and  revenue  laws,  were 
stricken  out,  and  the  amendment  left  as  valid  and  applicable  only  as  to  superior  officers. 
It  is  proper  to  say,  however,  that  the  third  manager  on  the  part  of  the  House,  the  mem¬ 
ber  from  California,  did  not  assent  to  that  agreement  or  report,  thinking  that  the  com¬ 
pensation  ought  to  be  greater. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  At  this  late  hour  of  the  night  I  would  not  trespass  on  the  time  of  the 
House,  but  a  sense  of  duty  constrains  me  to  make  a  statement  to  this  House.  Lest  some 
might  construe  my  opposition  to  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  as  a  factious 
one,  I  desire  to  say  that  so  far  as  my  action  in  the  committee  of  conference  was  concerned, 
it  was  based  on  personal  experience  and  personal  knowledge.  It  was  not  my  desire,  even  if 
it  lay  in  my  power,  to  endanger  or  jeopardize  the  bill  making  appropriations  for  the  collec- 
tion  of  the  rc\  enue.  I  did  believe  that  the  compensation  of  the  custom-house  officers  in 
California  was  far  below  that  which  their  efficiency,  capacity,  constancy,  and  worth  deserve. 
Still  I  was  willing  to  agree  to  a  moderate  deduction,  and  went  so  far  as  to  concede  this 
much.  TV  hen  that  amendment  was  introduced  in  the  Senate,  a  superficial  observer  might 
im  e  arrived  at  the  conclusion  that  it  was  intended  to  extend  over  all  the  revenue  districts 
of  the  country;  but  when  you  come  to  examine  it,  you  find  that  the  salaries  of  these  of¬ 
ficers  are  all  equalized,  except  in  the  State  of  California.  Now,  I  say  that  this  is  unfair 
and  ungenerous  legislation,  especially  when  the  Secretary  of  the  Treasury  has  in  contem¬ 
plation  a  revision  of  the  expenditures  for  the  collection  of  the  revenue.  I  saw  that  to 
my  gratification,  when  it  came  to  the  House,  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  recom¬ 
mended,  and  through  my  instrumentality,  a  disagreement,  and  the  House  rejected  the  Senate 
amendment  by  a  decisive  vote.  It  was  shown  by  a  gentleman  on  the  committee  of  con¬ 
ference  that  the  cost  of  living  and  of  clothing  was  almost  twice  as  great  in  California  as 
it  is  on  this  side.  The  salaries  of  our  custom-house  officers  have,  nevertheless,  been  re¬ 
duced  to  one-fourth  more  than  those  in  the  Atlantic  States. 

I  do  not  intend  to  trespass  on  the  time  of  the  House  further  in  this  matter.  I  have  done 
my  duty.  My  action  has  sprung  from  no  factious  opposition,  nor  from  a  disposition  to 
retard  the  action  of  this  body,  so  far  as  this  bill  was  concerned,  but  to  do  justice  to  those 
who  are  far  distant,  and  who  cannot  come  around  Congress  to  show  the  difference  between 
their  expenses  in  the  city  of  San  Francisco  and  those  in  New  York.  I  believe  that  this  is 
an  unfair,  unequal,  and  unjust  discrimination  between  the  officers  in  San  Francisco  and  the 
officers  in  New  York. 

Mr.  J OHN  COCHRANE.  I  move  the  previous  question. 
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Mr.  CLEMENS.  I  desire  to  reply  to  the  gentleman  from  California.  [Cries  of  “Ques¬ 
tion!”  “  Question  I”] 

The  previous  question  was  seconded,  and  the  main  question  ordered;  and,  under  its 
operation,  the  report  of  the  committee  of  conference  was  adopted. 

Mr.  JOHN  COCHRANE  move  to  reconsider  the  vote  by  which  the  report  of  the  committee 
of  conference  was  adopted  ;  and  also  moved  to  lay  the  motion  to  reconsider  on  the  table. 

The  latter  motion  was  agreed  to. 

Second  Session. 

PACIFIC  RAILROAD  BILL. 

The  House  being  in  Conimittee  of  the  Whole  on  2 1  st  January.  X 859,  Mr.  Scott  deliver¬ 
ed  a  speech  on  the  Pacific  Railroad  Bill. — [See.  Cong.  Globe,  2d  session.,  pages  470,  471, 
472  and  473.] 

(The  same  having  been  extensively  circulated  by  Mr.  S.  throughout  the  State,  it  is 
considered  by  him  unnecessary  to  reprint  it.) 

LEGISLATIVE,  &c.,  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

The  House  being  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  8th  Feb.,  1859,  in  course  of  the 
debate  which  ensued  “on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Washburn e,  of  Illinois,  to  strike  out” 
“for  special  and  other  extraordinary  expenses  of  California  land  claims, $40,000,”  and  af¬ 
terwards  in  same  debate  by  the  same  gentleman  to  reduce  it  to  $20,000,  Mr.  Scott  made 
the  following  remarks  in  reply  to  Mr.  Washburne. — [See  Cong.  Globe,  page  890.] 

Mr.  SCOTT.  The  chairman  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  means  have  answered  the 
gentleman  from  Illinois,  and,  I  think,  fully  and  thoroughly.  And  1  have  now  no  dispo¬ 
sition  to  go  into  a  discussion  of  the  matter.  1  feel  no  interest  in  it,  except  that  justice 
may  be  done  to  parties  who  have  certainly  rendered  this  Government  great  service. 

Mr.  WASHBURNE,  of  Illinois.  I  wish  to  say  that  I  understand  that  an  appropriation 
was  made  last  year  of  $40,000,  for  services  in  regard  to  these  California  claims.  Why 
this  additional  compensation  is  made  for  the  next  year,  is  what  I  desire  information  in 
regard  to.  I  agree  with  a  great  deal  of  what  the  gentleman  from  Missouri  has  said.  I 
know  very  well  the  transactions  which  have  taken  place  in  California,  that  Mr.  Stanton, 
of  Pittsburg,  was  sent  there,  and  discharged  his  duties  with  extraordinary  ability  and 
fidelity  to  the  Government ;  and  I  desire  that  he  shall  be  paid  a  liberal  salary,  because  I 
believe  that  he  has  saved  a  great  deal  of  money  to  the  Government. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  understand  that  these  6uits  have  been  recovered  by  Mr. 
Stanton,  of  Pennsylvania;  and  that  this  appropriation  contemplates  paying  him  for  the 
additional  labor  which  may  be  consequently  imposed  upon  him  in  following  them 
through,  and  in  attending  to  the  other  cases  which  may  occur  in  California,  and  in  which 
the  Government  of  the  United  States  is  interested.  As  1  have  said  already,  the  gentle¬ 
man  from  Missouri  has  answered  all  of  the  objections  of  the  gentleman  from  Illinois  to 
this  appropriation;  but,  sir,  that  gentleman  made  this  inquiry:  whether  the  United 
States  did  not  have  a  district  attorney  at  San  Francisco,  and  whether  he  was  not  suffi¬ 
cient  to  the  discharge  of  the  duties  incumbent  upon  him?  Whether  he  was  not  capable 
of  meeting  and  defending  all  the  suits  which  the  Government  may  have  in  California?  I 
will  state  to  the  gentleman  from  Illinois,  in  answer  to  that  inquiry,  that,  in  a  conversa¬ 
tion  which  I  had  with  Mr.  Stanton  not  more  than  five  days  ago.  he  told  me  that  he  had, 
frequently  consulted  with  the  most  distinguished  lawyers  in  the  Union,  but  that  he  never 
had  met  with  a  more  distinguished  one  than  Peter  Delle  Torre,  the  present  United  State? 
district  attorney  at  San  Francisco;  that  he  was  distinguished  for  his  legal  ability  and  for 
his  energy,  and  that  the  Government  could  not  have  a  more  faithful  official  to  fill  that  i 
position. 

Mr.  WASHBURNE,  of  Illinois.  I  did  not  call  into  question  Mr.  Torre's  ability;  I  only 
inquired  whether  it  was  his  duty  to  attend  to  these  cases. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  thought  that  the  gentleman  insinuated  that  additional  counsel  had 
been  called  in  because  the  district  attorney  was  not  qualified  for  his  duties.  He  is  over¬ 
whelmed  with  labor.  No  one  but  those  who  have  been  there  have  any  conception  of  the 
duties  which  devolve  upon  the  district  attorney  of  California.  In  California  we  have  a 
learned  bar.  It  is  composed  of  gentlemen  from  all  sections  of  the  Union,  who  have  gone, 
there  to  seek  their  fortunes.  So  far  ns  this  Limantour.  and  other  claims,  are  concerned, 
which  involve  millions  and  millions  of  dollars,  you  find  the  district  attorney  with  the 
whole  bar  arrayed  against  him.  It  was  deemed  absolutely  necessary  that  these  means 
should  be  furnished,  in  order  that  the  Government  should  properly  compete  with  thfe 
overwhelming  interests  which  may  be  arrayed  against  it. 

The  question  was  taken;  and  Mr.  Stanton’s  amendment  was  rejected. 

Mr.  WASHBURNE,  of  Illinois,  bv  unanimous  consent,  withdrew  his  amendment. 
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POST  OFFICE  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

The  House  being  in  Committee  of  the  Whole  on  the  23d  Feb.,  1859,  in  course  of  the 
debate  on  the  great  overland  mail  route,  and  on  the  amendment  of  Mr.  Smith,  of  Vir¬ 
ginia,  “  that  it  shall  be  the  duty  of  the  Postmaster  General  to  abrogate  the  mail  contract 
of  Butterfield  &  Co.,  if  the  transportation  of  the  letters  carried  by  them  heretofore  shall 
have  cost  the  government  twenty  dollars  each.”  Mr.  Scott,  in  reply  to  him  and  others, 
made  the  following  remarks  in  the  five  minutes  allowed  for  debate: 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Mr.  Chairman,  I  sincerely  regret  and  truly  deprecate  the  discussion  which 
has  arisen  between  the  States  of  Missouri  and  Tennessee  upon  this  great  overland  route 
between  St.  Louis  and  Memphis  to  San  Francisco.  As  long  as  the  discussion  existed  be¬ 
tween  Missouri  and  Tennessee,  I  had  no  desire  to  participate  in  this  matter,  nor  to  bring 
my  State  into  a  triangular  fight.  I  have  watched  this  debate  with  considerable  solici¬ 
tude,  anticipating  that  such  a  move  would  be  made  as  has  been  made  by  the  gentleman 
from  Virginia,  [Mr.  Smith,]  for  the  amendment  which  the  gentleman  has  offered,  and  the 
argument  which  he  has  made,  would  virtually  abrogate  the  contract  of  Butterfield  &  Co., 
and  destroy  the  route.  Now,  sir,  the  gentleman  has  arrived  at  the  jumping  off  place,  and 
it  is  right  that  I  should  be  heard. 

I  tell  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  that,  in  this  move,  he  places  himself  in  direct  an¬ 
tagonism  with  the  sentiments  of  four-fifths  of  the  people  of  this  country.  Do  you  recol¬ 
lect,  sir,  the  burst  of  excitement  and  enthusiasm  which  pervaded  this  Union  when  it  was 
thought  that  the  Atlantic  telegraph  was  a  success  ?  This  enthusiasm  was  oniy  equaled 
when  the  telegraphic  wires  from  St.  Louis  announced  to  this  country  that  the  great 
waste  lying  between  the  Mississippi  and  the  Pacific  had  been  traversed  in  twenty-four 
days  and  a  few  hours  ;  and  that  American  energy  and  American  enterprise  and  Ameri¬ 
can  courage  had  achieved  that  which  every  man  felt  a  glow  of  pride  and  satisfaction  in. 
As  regards  the  statement  made  by  the  gentleman  in  relation  to  the  number  of  letters 
carried  over  this  overland  route,  I  say  this :  that  not  having  the  statistics  with  me,  I 
cannot  give  him  a  detailed  or  accurate  statement  of  the  amount  of  mails  carried  by  But¬ 
terfield  &  Co. 

But,  sir,  I  do  know  that  they  have  carried  heavy  mails  of  letters,  and  I  am  informed 
that  they  are  now  making  preparations  to  carry  over  newspapers  in  addition  to  the  let¬ 
ters. 

1  think  that  there  is  a  good  deal  of  good  sense  in  the  argument  of  the  gentleman  from 
Missouri,  provided  that  it  would  reduce  the  time  to  fifteen  days,  as  the  gentleman  alleges 
it  will ;  but  I  regret  that  he  has  made  this  move,  as  it  may  jeopard  the  existence  of  this 
route ;  and  I  deprecate  the  feeling  which  it  has  engendered  in  this  House.  The  people 
of  this  Union  are  not  only  in  favor  of  these  overland  routes  solely  on  account  of  the  mail 
facilities  which  they  afford,  but  because  they  are  the  great  pioneers  or  forerunners  of 
settlement  and  civilization  of  that  immense  territory  lying  between  the  Mississippi  and  the 
Pacific ;  and  Ave  find  noAV,  sir.  all  along  these  routes,  stations  which  will  soon  grow  and 
extend  into  villages,  and  ere  long  into  towns  and  cities.  The  emigrant  avIio  formerly 
slept  on  the  plains  amid  the  hows  of  the  rvolf  and  the  whoops  of  the  Indian,  will  now 
find  in  his  toilsome  and  Aveary  journey  over  the  plains  a  house  to  shelter  him,  and  a 
friend  to  defend  him. 

I  am  for  economy — for  enlightened  economy  and  reform  in  Government  expenditures; 
but  I  Avill  vote  thousands,  and  that  cheerfully,  whenever  it  will  contribute  to  the  great¬ 
ness,  the  grandeur,  and  power  of  my  country  ;  and  this  is  what  I  conceive  to  be  the  duty 
of  every  American  statesman  and  patriot. 

[Here  the  hammer  fell.] 

Mr.  AVERY.  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  California  if  he  is  not  willing  to  allow  the 
present  contract  to  remain  as  it  is  ? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  reply  to  the  gentleman  that  I  am  anxious  to  let  Avell  enough  alone. 

The  amendment  to  the  amendment  was  not  agreed  to. 

NAVY  APPROPRIATION  BILL. 

The  House  being  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  26th  February,  1859,  in  the  de- 
\bate  which  ensued  on  the  amendment  to  appropriate  $20,000  to  Mare  island,  and  Avhich 
'was  proposed  to  amend,  by  striking  out  that  sum  and  insert  $150,000.  The  following 
is  part  of  the  debate  in  which  Mr.  Scott  engaged  on  behalf  of  California ;  and  for  bal- 
*  ance,  see  Congressional  Globe  proceedings  of  26th  February,  1859. 

Mr.  OL1N.  In  reply,  if  it  be  in  order,  I  move  to  strike  out  that  entire  section.  If  that 
.  amendment  be  not  in  order,  I  wish  to  oppose  the  amendment  of  the  gentleman  from 
'.Virginia. 


The  CHAIRMAN.  The  only  question  before  the  committee,  is  the  amendment  of  the 
gentleman  from  Virginia. 

Mr.  0L1N.  Then  i  oppose  that  amendment.  The  reasons  for  my  opposition  are  as 
well  applicable  to  the  appropriation  as  a  whole  as  to  any  increase  of  the  amount.  I 
have  endeavored  on  former  occasions  to  procure  some  information  to  be  laid  before  the 
House,  which  would,  in  my  judgment,  instruct  the  House  in  relation  particularly  to  this 
navy-yard,  and  also  in  relation  to  the  arsenal  thut  is  proposed  to  be  established  in  the 
vicinity  of  Benicia.  If  I  could  have  succeeded  in  having  that  document  laid  before  the 
House,  it  would  have  shown,  I  think,  that  the  expenditure  of  money  already  made  by 
the  Government  of  the  United  States,  at  that  point,  is  a  misapplication  of  the  public 
money. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Virginia.  Say  why? 

Mr.  OLIN.  I  will  say  why.  It  is  because  it  is  manifestly  in  the  wrong  place.  If  any 
navy-yard  is  to  be  constructed  iu  California  for  the  purpose  of  construction,  it  should 
manifestly  have  been  at  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Virginia.  I  speak  from  personal  knowledge  of  this  particular  locality; 
and  I  say  that  there  is  not,  perhaps,  under  the  sun  so  admirable  and  happy  a  location. 
It  is  only  twenty  miles  from  San  Francisco. 

Mr.  OLIN.  I  believe  it  is  forty  miles. 

Mr.  PHELPS,  of  Missouri.  Thirty. 

Mr.  OLIN.  Any  information  that  the  gentleman  can  give  me  from  personal  knowl¬ 
edge,  would  be  received  with  great  gratification,  as  well  as  respect ;  but  on  this  business 
of  constructing  navy-yards,  I  speak  on  the  information  of  a  man  on  whose  judgment 
the  House,  I  am  sure,  would  rather  rely  than  on  that  of  the  gentleman  from  Virginia. 
Now,  I  assert  here,  what  every  man  in  the  country  knows,  that  a  navy-yard,  for  the  pur¬ 
pose  of  construction,  in  California,  is  worse  than  a  cat  with  two  tails.  There  is  no  ne¬ 
cessity  for  it.  There  can  be  no  necessity  for  it.  If  this  yard  were  completed  at  an  ex¬ 
travagant  outlay,  the  Government  could  get  work  done  at  vastly  less  expense  in  the 
yards  on  the  Atlantic  coast.  Ever}r  gentleman  knows  it.  All  that  it  is  needed  there  is 
a  navy-yard  for  the  purpose  of  repair;  but  instead  of  that,  the  Government  have  entered 
into  the  tomfoolery  of  establishing  a  navy-yard,  for  the  purpose  of  construction,  on  the 
Pacific  coast.  Why  there?  Does  the  Government  contemplate  building  any  vessels 
there?  Not  at  all;  and  will  not  for  the  next  twenty-five  years.  Until  the  relations  of 
the  Pacific  and  Atlantic  coasts  are  entirely  changed,  it  would  be  a  profligate  waste  of 
money  to  attempt  the  construction  of  vessels  at  that  point. 

And  then,  again,  my  objection  to  this  expenditure  is  this,  that  the  navy-yard  is  in  tire 
wrong  place.  If  there  is  to  be  a  navy-yard  built  on  the  Pacific  coast,  it  manifestly  ought 
to  be  located  at  San  Francisco. 

[Here  the  hammer  fell.] 

Mr.  SMITH,  of  Virginia,  by  unanimous  consent,  withdrew  his  amendment  to  the 
amendment. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  move  to  amend  the  amendment  by  striking  out  “  $20,000”  and  in¬ 
serting  “  $230,310,”  which  is  the  sum  recommended  by  the  Committee  of  Ways  and 
Means. 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  wish  to  reply  to  the  remarks  made  by  the  gentleman  from  New  York, 
[Mr.  Olin,]  for  I  believe  he  is  laboring  under  a  misapprehension  in  regard  to  Mare  island 
being  a  proper  place  for  a  navy-yard.  Now,  sir,  I  have  been  there  myself.  I  have  been 
upon  the  site,  and  though  I  do  not  mean  to  set  myself  up  before  the  House  as  an  expert  in 
such  matters,  but.  so  far  as  my  humble  judgment  goes,  I  do  not  believe  that  a  better  site 
or  position  could  have  been  selected.  But,  sir,  the  gentleman  says  that  the  Government 
never  contemplates  building  vessels  at  that  yard.  He  is  certainly  in  error  in  that,  as  he 
was  in  regard  to  his  conceptions  of  the  navy-yard  at  Mare  island,  because  they  are  now 
building  one  of  the  sloops  there  under  the  bill  passed  last  year. 

Mr.  OLIN.  It  is  a  political  job,  then. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  know  nothing  about  that.  If  there  is  any  political  job,  I  was  not  in¬ 
strumental  in  it,  and  know  nothing  about  it.  Ami.  sir,  I  would  tell  the  gentleman  that, 
so  far  as  political  jobbing  in  my  State  is  concerned,  there  is  no  earthly  necessity  for  it 
by  this  Administration,  or  any  other  Administration ;  because,  iu  a  State  that  polls  one 
hundred  and  tgn  thousand  votes,  and  can  give  such  a  majority  against  the  Opposition  as 
she  has  always  done,  on  the  right  side,  there  is  no  need  of  jobbing  to  carry  one  little 
county  aud  some  two  hundred  employees.  It  would  exhaust  the  Federal  Treasury  of  the 
United  States  to  affect  the  political  results  in  my  Stale;  and  after  it  was  exhausted  among 
the  politicians,  the  masses,  true  to  the  Democracy,  aud  true  to  the  Constitution,  would 
stand  firm  and  uncorrupted. 

But  1  want  to  come  to  another  point.  It  has  generally  been  the  custom  for  the  Oppo¬ 
sition  here  to  he  liberal  towards  California;  and  I  have  always  given  them  credit  for  it. 
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But  it  seems  now  that  a  strange  change  has  taken  place  in  the  Opposition  here.  Only 
two  days  ago  the  gentleman  from  Ohio  [Mr.  Sherman]  endeavored  to  strike  down  the 
arsenal  at  Benicia. 

Mr.  SHERMAN,  of  Ohio.  No,  sir. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  thought  the  gentleman  did. 

Mr.  CURTIS.  It.  was  a  gentleman  from  Virginia,  on  the  other  side  of  the  House. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Well,  sir,  I  thought  it  was  the  gentleman,  [Mr.  Sherman,]  but  I  believe 
that  I  am  incorrect,  and  it  was  his  colleague  [Mr.  Pendleton]  who  made  that  move. 
The  gentleman  from  Ohio  now  comes  forward  and  endeavors  to  strike  down  the  navy- 
yard  at  Mare  island.  Now,  I  conceive  that  if  there  is  any  State  of  this  continent  which 
requires  a  navy-yard,  and  which  requires  an  arsenal  to  enable  her  to  defend  her  inter¬ 
ests  and  maintain  her  rights  in  the  event  of  a  war,  it  is  California.  When  you  begrudge 
us  a  Pacific  railroad  ;  when  you  have  been  cutting  down  the  Indian  appropriations : 
when  you  are  cutting  down  the  surveys  of  the  public  lands ;  when  you  are  cutting 
down  the  fortifications - 

Mr.  CLARK  B.  COCHRANE.  When  the  gentleman  says  ‘‘you  begrudge  us  a  railroad." 
to  whom  does  he  refer? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  am  alluding  to  the  whole  Congress.  I  do  not  bring  that  charge  against 
vour  party  in  particular. 

Mr.  CLARK  B.  COCHRANE.  That  is  right. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  am  fair  in  all  that  I  say.  But  I  say  that  it  is  a  very  singular  thing — 
and  if  I  had  the  statistics  here  I  could  prove  it — that  when  you  are  retrenching  and  put¬ 
ting  the  pruning-knife  to  all  these  expenditures,  my  State  suffers  nine  times  as  much  as 
any  other  State  in  this  Confederacy.  The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means,  in  the  first 
instance,  cut  down  the  estimates  fifty  per  cent.,  and  then  when  the  bill  comes  before  the 
House,  the  House  applies  the  pruning-knife  still  further,  and  seeks  to  cut  down  the  re¬ 
duced  estimates  of  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Noav,  the  estimate  of  the  Secretary  of  the  Navy  for  this  navy-yard  is  $406,000.  The 
Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  have  reduced  it  to  $233,000,  and  now  the  gentleman  from 
Ohio  proposes  to  cut  it  down  to  $20,000,  and  the  gentleman  from  New  York  says  that 
the  whole  of  it  ought  to  be  done  away  with. 

Noav,  it  seems  to  me  that  it  Avould  be  very  poor  economy,  when  the  Government  has 
spent  millions  on  this  navy-yard  and  it  is  in  a  complete  state,  if,  for  Avant  of  the  paltry 
sum  of  $233,000,  we  sacrifice  these  improvements. 

[Here  the  hammer  fell.] 

“  CIVIL  APPROPRIATION  BILL.” 

The  House  being  in  Committee  of  the  Whole,  on  the  28th  of  February,  1859,  and  the 
“  Civil  Appropriation  Bill  ”  being  under  discussion,  the  following  debate  occurred  : 

Mr.  GARNETT.  1  move  to  reduce  the  appropriation  in  the  folloAving  paragraph  to 
$53,000: 

*•  For  surveying  the  public  lands  and  private  land  claims  in  California,  including  office  expenses  iucident 
to  the  survey  of  claims,  and  to  be  disbursed  at  the  rates  prescribed  by  law  for  the  different  kinds  of  work, 
and  also  including  all  the  accounts  for  surveys  of  public  lands  and  private  land  claims  in  California,  under 
contracts  prior  to  the  30th  June,  1857,  $103,000.” 

Mr.  Chairman,  I  find  by  the  Secretary’s  estimates,  that  there  will  be  $50,000  of  unex¬ 
pended  balance  applicable  to  that  purpose  on  the  1st  of  July  next.  That,  with  the 
$53,000  I  propose,  will  leave  $103,000,  the  amount  of  this  appropriation.  I  find,  by  the 
report  of  the  Commissioner  of  the  General  Land  Office,  that  there  are  sixty-two  million 
acres  of  the  public  land  surveyed  and  ready  for  sale.  Under  that  state  of  fact,  I  think 
that  we  ought  not  to  push  our  surveys  further.  We  have  more  surveyed  than  we  think 
it  proper  to  bring  into  the  market. 

Mr.  KEITT.  I  oppose  the  amendment,  and  ask  for  the  question. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  move  to  increase  the  amount  $10,000. 

Mr  Chairman,  I  do  not  wish  to  trespass  on  the  time  of  this  committe  :  but  I  have  been 
in  this  Hall  from  eleven  to  eight  o’clock,  watching  and  guarding  the  interests  of  my  State, 
anticipating  that  some  such  move  as  this  would  be  made.  I  think  I  must  have  a  good 
temper  ;  I  must  haA’e  the  patience  of  Job,  to  stand  the  retrenchment  and  reform  which 
are  specially  directed  towards  California.  I  want  to  call  the  attention  of  the  committee 
to  the  fact  that  the  estimate  for  the  surveys  of  public  lands,  for  this  year,  is  only  $  103,000 
for  the  State  of  California,  while  last  year  it  was  $320,000 — a  reduction  of  $217,000. 
After  supplying  $60,000  for  a  deficiency,  the  actual  amount  allowed  for  the  surveys  of 
public  lands  in  the  State  of  California,  for  the  fiscal  year  terminating  30th  June,  I860, 
amounts  to  the  paltry  sum  of  $43,000.  Now,  I  ask  if  this  small  sum  ought  not  even  tc 
be  satisfactory  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia?  If  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  wishes 
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to  suspend  till  the  operations  of  Government,  stop  the  constructions  ol'  buildings,  do 
away  with  our  fortifications,  our  arsenals,  and  our  navy-yards,  let  him  do  it;  hut  in 
carrying  out  his  policy,  he  will  not  only  inflict  injury  upon  iny  State,  but  he  will  ulti¬ 
mately  wrong  the  Federal  Government,  by  what  1  believe  to  be  a  false  system  of  economy. 

But,  sir,  you  must  take  into  consideration  the  fact  that  the  expenditure  made  by  the 
Federal  Government  for  the  surveys  of  the  public  domain  is  not  a  useless  expenditure; 
but  that  the  Government  is  eventually  benefited  by  being  reimbursed  by  the  sales  of  the 
public  lauds. 

Mr.  CLAY.  I  ask  the  gentleman  whether  he  considers  the  new  surveys,  contemplated 
under  this  appropriation,  as  necessary  for  the  development  of  California,  in  the  way  of 
population,  or  any  other  way? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  take  this  broad  ground  that  it  is  necessary,  not  only  for  the  devel¬ 
opment  of  the  interests  of  California,  but  of  her  citizens;  because  this  survey  will  facil¬ 
itate  the  separations  of  the  private  land  claims  from  the  public  lands.  I  think  this  is  a 
duty  which  the  General  Government  owes  not  only  to  California,  but  to  itself,  to  pros¬ 
ecute  the  surveys  of  her  lands,  and  1  would  impress  this  view  on  the  consideration  of 
the  House:  that  this  course  will  eventually  result  to  the  benefit  of  the  Federal  Govern¬ 
ment,  by  allowing  the  public  lands  to  be  brought  into  market  and  sold  for  what  they 
are  worth. 

Mr.  GARNETT.  I  have  no  objections  to  having  these  lands  surveyed;  but  not  until 
the  lands  already  surveyed  have  been  brought  into  market. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  Twenty-five  million  acres  have  been  already  surveyed. 

Mr.  GARNETT.  How  much  of  it  lias  been  brought  into  market? 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  cannot  now  state  the  exact  amount,  but  many  million  acres  are  ad¬ 
vertised,  and  will  be  soon  sold.  If  the  survey  of  these  lands  be  stopped,  it  will  cause 
litigation  and  difficulties  that  cannot  be  removed  or  repaired  by  any  future  action  of  Con¬ 
gress.  Every  member  knows  that  I  am  not  factious  in  opposition,  and  that  I  very  rarely 
intrude  upon  the  time  or  attention  of  the  House,  except  in  the  defence  of  the  interests  of 
my  own  State.  As  I  said  befere,  the  course  that  the  Government  is  steadily  pursuing  now. 
will,  if  persisted  in,  not  result  to  the  benefit  of  the  Federal  Government;  but  if  this  econ¬ 
omy  or  retrenchment  idea  is  carried  out,  according  to  the  wishes  of  the  gentleman  from 
Virginia  [Mr.  Garnett]  and  others,  serious  loss  and  injury  will  be  inflicted  on  the  Gov¬ 
ernment  and  on  my  State. 

Mr.  WASHBURNE,  of  Illinois.  I  oppose  the  amendment,  and  ask  for  a  vote. 

Mr.  SCOTT  withdrew  bis  amendment. 

Mr.  BURNETT.  I  propose  to  amend  by  reducing  the  amount  $3,000.  I  do  not  say 
that  this  appropriation  ought  to  be  reduced.  I  will  not  go  into  the  consideration  of  that 
question  now  ;  but  I  do  not  understand  the  policy  of  going  on  and  surveying  the  public 
lands  from  year  to  year,  while  we  have  sixty-two  million  acres  already  surveyed,  and 
ready  to  be  brought  into  market,  and  not  one  acre  of  it  for  sale.  Why  should  these 
surveys  be  continued  under  such  circumstances?  I  would  like  to  hear  some  gentleman 
tell  us  why  these  lands  are  not  brought  into  market?  When  it  can  be  shown  that  these 
lands  are  being  sold  for  the  benefit  of  the  Government,  I  will  be  ready  to  vote  money  for 
the  continuance  of  these  surveys. 

Mr.  PIIELI'S,  of  Missouri.  At  the  urgent  request  of  citizens  of  the  Territories  of 
Kansas  and  Nebraska,  the  sale  of  the  lands  advertised  in  those  Territories  has  been 
twice  postponed  because  of  the  monetary  crisis  in  the  country  ;  and  because  of  the  in¬ 
ability  of  the  settlers  on  the  public  lands  to  secure  the  lands  on  which  they  have  made 
their  improvements.  The  same  course  has  been  pursued  in  the  State  of  Minnesota.  If 
the  gentleman  from  Kentucky  had  examined  the  Washington  Union  he  would  have  seen 
that  advertisements  for  the  sale  of  the  public  lands  are  now  being  published.  These 
sales  are  to  take  place  during  the  residue  of  this  fiscal  year,  and  during  the  next  fiscal 
year  in  the  States  of  Wisconsin,  Minnesota,  Louisiana,  and  Mississippi. 

The  annual  estimates  submitted  to  us  by  the  department  for  the  surveys  of  the  public 
lands  amount  to  $115,000.  The  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  reduced  the  item  to 
$60,000.  So  in  regard  to  the  surveys  in  the  Territories  of  Kansas  and  Nebraska.  The 
estimates  submitted  were  $54,000;  the  Committee  of  Ways  and  Means  reduced  the  item 
to  $14,000. 

There  are  reasons  why  this  reduction  should  not  take  place  in  regard  to  California. 
A  much  larger  sum,  per  mile,  is  paid  for  the  public  surveys  in  California  than  in  any  of 
the  other  States  or  Territories.  We  have  to  pay  from  twelve  to  sixteen  dollars  a  mile  for 
surveys  in  California.  The  surveys  of  the  private  land  claims  in  California  have  not  yet 
been  finished,  and  until  they  be,  there  will  be  difficulty  in  regard  to  the  titles  to  land 
there.  The  object  i9  to  complete  these  surveys  ;  separate  the  private  land  claims  from 
the  public  lands,  and  then  bring  the  public  lands  iuto  market. 
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Mr.  BURNETT.  I  withdraw  my  amendment.  My  object  was  to  hear  from  the  Com¬ 
mittee  of  Ways  and  Means. 

Mr.  LETCHER.  1  propose  to  amend  the  amendment  of  my  colleague  by  reducing  the 
amount  to  $3,000.  It  strikes  me  that  in  the  present  condition  of  affairs,  if  we  were 
to  bring  the  public  lands  into  market,  there  would  be  less  occasion  for  making  a  fuss 
about  the  revision  of  the  tariff  of  1857.  Here,  as  has  been  stated  over  and  over  again, 
are  sixty-two  million  acres  of  public  lands  already  surveyed.  The  treasury  is  empty, 
find  the  Government  has  no  money  to  carry  on  its  operations.  We  expect  to  derive  fully 
as  much  revenue  under  the  tariff  of  1857,  as  was  calculated  on  at  the  time  of  its  passage. 
That,  with  the  ordinary  revenue  derived  from  the  public  lands  and  from  miscellaneous 
sources,  would  afford  a  sum  sufficient  to  meet  the  expenses  of  the  Government  on  any 
fair  principles,  and  to  provide  for  the  interest  on  the  outstanding  debt.  But  why  should 
:he  Government,  like  a  miser,  hold  the  mineral  lands  and  keep  them  out  of  the  market, 
while  there  are  persons  who  desire  to  invest  in  these  mineral  lands  in  California  and 
elsewhere,  and  while  handsome  sums  might  be  derived  from  that  source,  and  added  to 
the  revenues  of  the  Government? 

Mr.  PHELPS,  of  Missouri.  I  ask  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  whether  the  mineral 
.ands  of  California  are  not  kept  out  of  the  market  for  the  very  reason  that  the  law  for¬ 
bids  their  being  surveyed?  Why  not  repeal  the  law? 

Mr.  LETCHER.  1  am  complaining  of  the  whole  policy  in  regard  to  this. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  The  General  Government  has  not  the  right  to  dispose  of  these  mineral 
ands.  If  she  had,  she  has  not  the  power  to  enforce  her  rights;  for  although  my  State 
s  true  and  loyal  to  the  Union,  she  would  resist  to  the  last  any  such  encroachment  on  the 
)art  of  the  Federal  Government. 

Mr.  LETCHER.  Are  we  to  be  told  that  the  Government  is  the  owner  of  these  mineral 
ands,  and  yet  has  not  the  power  to  survey  and  sell  them  in  the  State  of  California?  Are 
ve  to  be  told  that  the  revenue  derived  from  these  mineral  lands  is  at  an  end?  Are  we 
o  be  told  that  State  power  is  sufficient  to  deprive  the  General  Government  of  its  power 
>ver  these  lands  ? 

Mr.  MARSHALL,  of  Kentucky.  I  will  say  to  the  gentleman  from  Virginia  that  that 
leclaration  from  California  is  not  new,  for  it  was  made  on  this  floor  two  years  ago. 

Mr.  CLAY.  I  have  risen  to  oppose  merely  pro  forma  the  amendment  of  my  friend 
rom  Virginia,  and  I  agree  with  him  in  most  of  what  he  has  said.  We  all  agree  that 
he  Treasury  of  the  United  States  is  in  rather  a  dilapidated  condition;  but,  at  the  same 
ime,  wm  all  believe  in  the  inherent  resources  of  this  great  country,  and  none  of  us  are 
fraid  of  bankruptcy.  But  1  have  risen  for  the  purpose  of  stating  what,  in  my  opinion, 
s  the  duty  of  the  Government  of  the  United  States  in  respect  to  these  public  lands,  of 
vhich  she  has  such  a  vast  empire.  In  my  judgment,  she  does  not  hold  these  public 
ands  for  the  purpose  of  revenue,  for  the  purpose  of  deriving  a  profit  from  then  ;  she 
iolds  the  public  lands,  a  grand  domain,  for  the  purpose  of  making  of  them  new  States; 
nd  those  lands  should  only  be  surveyed — especially  when  the  condition  of  the  Treasury 
8  such  as  it  now  is — as  there  seems  to  be  a  demand  for  them  for  actual  settlement.  It 
s  not  that  the  United  States  Government  expects  to  make  money  out  of  them. 

The  gentleman  from  California,  [Mr.  Scott,]  whose  devotion  to  the  interests  of  his 
State  we  all  recognize,  and  who,  whenever  any  question  affecting  her  interests  arises 
,ere,  stands  up  here  like  a  man  for  those  interests,  tells  us  that  because,  last  year,  we 
pent  three  or  four  hundred  thousand  dollars  in  carrying  on  these  surveys,  we  ought  now 
*o  spend  at  least  one  hundred-odd  thousand  dollars.  I  reply  to  that  argument,  that,  in 
he  present  condition  of  the  treasury,  we  ought  not  to  spend  one  dollar  that  is  not 
.ctually  demanded  by  the  necessities  of  the  Government  and  of  its  advancing  popu- 
ation. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  ask  the  gentleman  whether,  if  you  cut  down  the  estimates  two-thirds, 
hat  is  not  a  reasonable  deduction? 

!  Mr.  CLAY.  I  understand  that  there  are  already  sixty-odd  million  acres  of  the  public 
lands  surveyed  and  not  in  the  market,  and  fourteen-odd  millions  of  that  amount  are  in 
he  State  of  California.  Now,  sir,  I  acknowledge  the  grandeur  of  that  empire  of  gold, 
will  acknowledge  the  bounteous  hand  with  which  the  sons  of  California — if,  indeed, 

he  State  is  not  too  young  to  have  sons - 

[Here  the  hammer  fell.] 

- — - - — - — 

During  the  First  Session  Mr.  Scott  made  the  following  reports,  &c. : 

THOMAS  J.  ASHBURY. 

Mr.  SCOTT,  from  the  Committee  on  Indian  Affairs,  made  an  adverse  report  on  the 
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memorial  of  Thomas  J.  Ashbury,  which  was  laid  upon  the  table,  and  the  report  ordered  to 
be  printed. 

EXPLORATION  OF  AMOOR  RIVER. 

Mr.  SCOTT  offered  the  following  resolution;  which  was  read,  considered,  and 
agreed  to. 

Resolved ,  That  the  Secretary  of  State  be,  and  is  hereby,  requested  to  furnish  to  this 
House,  as  soon  as  practicable,  if  not  incompatible  with  the  public  interest,  all  information 
that  may  be  on  file  in  the  State  Department  relat  ive  to  the  exploration  of  the  Amoor  river. 

This  report  has  been  printed  and  distributed  in  California. 

HARBORS  IN  CALIFORNIA. 

Mr.  SCOTT  also  offered  the  following  resolution ,  which  was  read,  considered,  ana 
agreed  to: 

Resolved ,  That  the  Committee  on  Commerce  is  hereby  instructed  to  inquire  into  the 
expediency  of  making  an  appropriation  for  the  protection  and  perservation  of  the  harbors 
of  San  Diego  and  San  Pedro,  in  California;  and  to  report  by  bill  or  otherwise. 

DENT,  VANTINE  AND  CO. 

Mr.  SCOTT,  from  she  Committee  of  Indian  Affairs,  reported  a  hill  for  the  relief  o; 
Messrs.  Dent,  Vantine  &  Co.,  for  provisions  furnished  to  Indians  in  California,  during  th< 
years  1851,  1852,  and  1853;  which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time,  referred  to  : 
Committee  of  the  Whole  House,  and,  with  the  report,  ordered  to  be  printed. 

CECILE  COMPARE. 

Mr.  SCOTT,  from  the  same  committee,  presented  an  adverse  report  in  the  case  of  Cecili 
Compare;  which  was  laid  on  the  table,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

STEAMBOAT  PASSENGER  BILL. 

Mr.  SCOTT  offered  a  bill  for  the  better  security  of  the  lives  of  pas.^engers  on  board  o 
vessels  navigating  the  ocean,  propelled  in  whole  or  in  part  by  steam;  which  was  read  s 
first  and  second  time. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  ask  that  the  bill  be  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  and  be  or 
dered  to  be  printed. 

Mr.  LETCHER.  I  would  make  a  suggestion  to  tRe  gentleman  from  California.  Th< 
Committee  on  Commerce.  1  understand,  have  reported  backa  bill  in  regard  to  the  preser 
vation  of  lives  on  those  same  vessels,  and  it  will  come  up  on  the  day  set  down  for  it  b 
special  order  of  the  House.  I  understand  that  my  friend  from  California  designs  to  offe 
his  proposition,  hereafter,  as  an  amendment  to  that  bill.  I  would  suggest,  therefore,  tha 
it  be  printed,  and  that  it  be  left  before  the  the  House,  so  that  the  gentleman  may  offer  i 
at  any  time.  If  referred,  it  may  not  be  reported  back  by  that  time. 

Mr.  SCOTT.  I  am  much  obliged  for  the  suggestion  made  by  the  gentleman  from  Vir 
ginia.  This  bill  I  intend  to  offer  as  an  amendment  to  the  bill  introduced  by  the  Com 
mittee  on  Commerce;  but  I  now  propose  to  have  it  printed,  and  that  it  be  referred  to  th 
Committee  on  Commerce.  The  bill  has  been  carefully,  prepared  on  the  basis  of  the  repor 
made  by  a  committee  of  underwriters  of  the  city  of  New  York,  and  I  desire  that  it  may  b 
printed,  and  referred  to  the  committee  I  have  indicated. 

The  bill  was  referred  to  the  Committee  on  Commerce,  and  ordered  to  be  printed. 

FEES^TC.,  IN  COURTS  IN  CALIFORNIA. 

Mr.  SCOTT  introduced  a  bill  to  regulate  the  fees  and  costs  to  be  allowed  marshal: 
district  attorneys,  clerks  of  courts,  jurors,  and  witnesses,  in  the  Suite  of  California,  an 
the  Territories  of  Oregon  and  Washington;  which  was  read  a  first  and  second  time,  an 
referred  to  the  Committee  on  the  Judiciary. 


